
 

Page 1 of 37 
 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION  

OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

 

Application of the Los Angeles County Metropolitan 

Transportation Authority (LACMTA) East San 

Fernando Valley (ESFV) Light Rail Transit Project for 

an order authorizing construction of two light rail tracks 

at four (4) crossings at (1) Metro Orange Line Station 

Pedestrian Crossing, (2) Roscoe Station Pedestrian 

Crossing, (3) Nordhoff Street; and (4) Nordhoff 

Station South Pedestrian Crossing, in the City of Los 

Angeles, Los Angeles County, California. 

 

 

 

 

 

Application _____________ 

 

 

APPLICATION 

Submitted by the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority  

for the East San Fernando Valley Light Rail Transit Project  

 

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA) files this 

application and respectfully requests authorization from the Public Utilities Commission of 

California (CPUC or Commission) to construct two Light Rail Transit (LRT) tracks at four (4) 

highway-rail crossings located at:  

1. Metro Orange Line Station/ Calvert Street Pedestrian Crossing 

2. Roscoe Station At-grade Pedestrian Crossing 

3. Nordhoff Street Highway-Rail Crossing 

4. Nordhoff Station South Pedestrian Crossing  

The subject crossings are in the City of Los Angeles, Los Angeles County. In support of its 

request, LACMTA asserts: 

 
I (Applicant Information) 

The LACMTA was created by the legislature pursuant to Section 130050.2 of the PU 

Code to be the successor agency to the Southern California Rapid Transit District and the Los 
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Angeles County Transportation Commission (LACTC). These two agencies ceased to exist as of 

April 1, 1993, when they were merged into the LACMTA  

Pursuant to Section 132400, et seq. of the PU Code, LACMTA is proceeding with design 

and construction contracts for completion of the East San Fernando Valley (ESFV) LRT Project 

(Project) extending from Van Nuys Metro Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) Orange Line station in the 

City of Van Nuys, extending to the Existing Sylmar/San Fernando Metrolink Station in the City 

of San Fernando.  

The authority sought in this application is requested pursuant to Section 9.08 of the 

Commission General Order 143-B and is made in accordance with Rule 3.9 and 3.11 of the 

Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure. 

 

II (Applicant Address) 

Applicants’ exact legal name is Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation 

Authority with its principal place of business at:  

One Gateway Plaza 

Los Angeles, CA 90012 

 

III (Correspondence) 

Correspondence in regard to this application should be addressed to: 

Ms. Monica Born 

Deputy Executive Officer 

East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor  

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority  

777 S. Figueroa St., 11th Floor 

Los Angeles, CA 90017  

Email: BornM@metro.net  

Phone 213-418-3097 

 
IV (Project Crossings) 

The Project proposes to close several signalized intersections along Van Nuys Boulevard 

to reduce the number crossings and increase safety. This application includes four (4) crossings 
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to access the Project’s LRT stations and provide motorist access across the two LRT tracks. The 

list of crossings for the ESFV Project is included in Exhibit D and are subject to separate CPUC 

application approvals.  

As part of the CPUC diagnostic crossing review, LACMTA has coordinated with CPUC 

staff, the City of Los Angeles, and others to incorporate necessary crossing safety measures prior 

to submitting the CPUC application. The LRT clearances for the crossings follow CPUC General 

Order (GO) requirements including GO-95 and GO-143, among others. The LRT tracks will be 

in the existing street-running environment.  

V (Interested Parties) 

LACMTA continues to coordinate with the City of Los Angeles for the alterations and 

crossing safety improvements. Through design process and virtual diagnostic evaluation 

conducted on December 9, 2020, LACMTA has coordinated with the City of Los Angeles, 

which is considered an interested party for document service purposes.  

VI (Project Description) 

The ESFV LRT Project (Project) provides LRT service along the Van Nuys Boulevard 

and San Fernando Road corridors serving the eastern San Fernando Valley. The alignment will 

include 11 at-grade stations and a maintenance service facility (MSF).  

The street-running Project will extend north 6.7 miles from the Van Nuys Metro Orange 

Line Station to the Van Nuys/San Fernando Station. The street-running Metro LRT trains will 

operate in the median of Van Nuys Boulevard to San Fernando Road. 

A shared corridor segment of the Project is currently under further study, that will 

continue onto the existing LACMTA right-of-way adjacent to San Fernando Road, which the 

LRT will share the corridor with SCRRA Metrolink, for 2.5-miles to the Sylmar/San Fernando 

Metrolink Station.  

The current Project scope includes 11 LRT street-running stations constructed at 

approximately 1-mile intervals located at (starting from south to north): 

1. Van Nuys/Orange Line Station 

2. Victory Station 

3. Vanowen Station 

4. Sherman Way Station 
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5. Van Nuys/Metrolink Station 

6. Roscoe Station 

7. Nordhoff Station 

8. Woodman Station 

9. Arleta Station 

10. Laurel Canyon Station 

11. Van Nuys/San Fernando Station 

The Project is designed to allow for one-, two-, or three-car LRT trains in accordance 

with variations in demand over time. Pedestrian-only at-grade crossings will provide access to 

the at-grade LRT stations. Station access will be provided by street crosswalks and controlled by 

traffic signals. Other typical LRT Project elements to support train operations include Overhead 

Contact System (OCS), Traction Power Sub Stations (TPSS), and communications and signaling.  

 

VII (Crossing Descriptions) 

LACMTA requests authorization to construct four (4) crossings in the City of Los 

Angeles. The proposed CPUC identification numbers and crossing types are summarized in 

Table 1 below: 

Table 1 

No. Crossing City Crossing Type PUC Numbers 

1 

Metro Orange Line Station / 

Calvert Street  

Pedestrian Crossing 

Los Angeles Pedestrian At-Grade  84F-0.14-D 

2 
Roscoe Station  

Pedestrian Crossing 
Los Angeles Pedestrian At-Grade 84F-3.01-D 

3 Nordhoff Street Los Angeles Highway Rail At-Grade 84F-3.87 

4 
Nordhoff Station South 

Pedestrian Crossing 
Los Angeles Pedestrian At-Grade 84F-3.95-D 
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VIII (Crossing Alterations) 

 

1. Metro Orange Line Station/ Calvert Street Pedestrian Crossing 

The Metro Orange Line LRT Station Pedestrian Crossing (84F-0.14-D) is an at-grade 

pedestrian only crossing proposed near Calvert Street and Van Nuys Boulevard in the City of 

Los Angeles. The Metro Orange Line LRT Station crossing provides access for pedestrians from 

the north at Calvert Street and the aerial Orange Line Bus Rapid Transit station. Access will also 

be provided from the south station platform ramp at Oxnard Street, but the LRT tracks terminate 

prior to the Oxnard Street crosswalk and do not cross this intersection. 

The pedestrian crossing is controlled by traffic signal Walk/ Don’t Walk signals that are 

interconnected with the LRT signal system and Calvert Street and Van Nuys Boulevard traffic 

signal. When the Walk Signal is provided for pedestrians to cross Van Nuys Boulevard and 

access/exit the station, a Stop Signal is displayed for motorists and trains traveling in both 

directions on Van Nuys Boulevard. As a supplemental measure to mitigate unsafe behaviors by 

pedestrians and subject to California Traffic Control Devices Committee (CTCDC) approval, 

internally illuminated raised pavement markers (IIRPMs) that are embedded in the pavement are 

proposed across the Van Nuys Boulevard crosswalks and are activated during the LRT approach 

to further warn pedestrians of trains approaching the crossing. The bidirectional IIRPMs will 

only be installed at the crosswalks that lead to/from the LRT station locations to warn 

pedestrians at the bottom of station platform ramps of approaching trains.  

Standard IIRPMs (unidirectional) are proposed for the crosswalk on the north leg of 

Calvert Street crossing since pedestrians do not stop between the two (2) LRT tracks. The 

standard IIRPMs have internal continuous red LED lights directed at pedestrians crossing each 

side of Van Nuys Boulevard. 

The bidirectional IIRPMs are proposed in the crosswalk which leads to/from the station 

platform at the south leg of Calvert Street. Each of the bidirectional IIRPMs will have internal 

continuous red LED lights, with lights aimed for two directions: 

1) Directed at pedestrians exiting the Orange Line LRT station 

2) Directed at pedestrians crossing each side of Van Nuys Boulevard towards the 

Orange Line LRT station.  
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Should the CTCDC reject the proposed IIRPM, the standard CA-MUTCD pavement 

markings will be applied. In addition to traffic signal control, the pedestrian crossing includes 

Train LED Blankout signs adjacent to the Walk/Don’t Walk signs for pedestrians, passive 

“LOOK BOTH WAYS”, W82-1 signs, and tactile strips in compliance with ADA requirements. 

Pedestrians exiting the Orange Line LRT station will be channelized with railing on the ramp to 

the Van Nuys Boulevard crosswalk.  

 

2. Roscoe Station Pedestrian Crossing 

The Roscoe LRT Station Pedestrian Crossing (84F-3.01-D) is an at-grade pedestrian only 

crossing proposed approximately 500-feet north of Roscoe Boulevard. The Roscoe LRT Station 

Pedestrian Crossing is a mid-block crossing across Van Nuys Boulevard in the City of Los 

Angeles. The Roscoe LRT Station is accessed by pedestrians at two locations, the south 

highway-rail at-grade crossing at Roscoe Boulevard (separate CPUC Application) and this north 

pedestrian only mid-block crossing. 

The pedestrian crossing is controlled by traffic signal Walk/ Don’t Walk signals that are 

interconnected with the LRT signal system and Van Nuys Boulevard. When the Walk signal is 

provided for pedestrians to cross Van Nuys Boulevard and access/exit the station, a Stop signal is 

displayed for motorists and trains traveling in both directions on Van Nuys Boulevard. As a 

supplemental measure to mitigate unsafe pedestrian behavior and subject to CTCDC approval, 

bidirectional IIRPMs are proposed to be embedded in the pavement traversing the crosswalk 

which leads to/from the station platform. Each of the bidirectional IIRPMs will have internal 

continuous red LED lights, with lights aimed for two directions: 

1) Directed at pedestrians exiting the Roscoe LRT station 

2) Directed at pedestrians crossing each side of Van Nuys Boulevard towards the 

Roscoe LRT station.  

All bidirectional IIRPMs at the Roscoe Station Pedestrian crossing will be activated upon 

LRT approach. In addition to traffic signal control, the pedestrian crossing includes Train LED 

Blankout signs adjacent to the Walk/Don’t Walk signs for pedestrians, passive, “LOOK BOTH 

WAYS” W82-1 signs, and tactile strips in compliance with ADA requirements. Pedestrians 
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exiting the Roscoe LRT station will be channelized with railing on the ramp to the Van Nuys 

Boulevard crosswalk. 

Queue cutter loops will be located south and north of the pedestrian crossing for 

southbound/northbound Van Nuys Boulevard. Should queuing occur south of the crossing 

because of traffic resulting at the Roscoe Boulevard intersection, backup prevention queue loops 

will provide a Stop signal at the Station Pedestrian crossing signal to stop movement for 

southbound motorists prior to crossing the pedestrian crosswalk. Should queuing occur north of 

the crossing because of traffic resulting at the Chase Street intersection, backup prevention queue 

loops will provide a Stop signal at the Station Pedestrian crossing signal to stop movement for 

northbound motorists prior to crossing the pedestrian crosswalk. This will help prevent motorists 

from queuing onto the crosswalk. 

 

3. Nordhoff Street 

The Nordhoff Street Highway-Rail Crossing (84F-3.87) is a street-running LRT crossing 

proposed at Nordhoff Street and Van Nuys Boulevard in the City of Los Angeles. The Nordhoff 

Street crossing is controlled by traffic signals, including protected left turns in all directions 

along Van Nuys Boulevard. As a supplemental measure and subject to CTCDC approval, 

supplemental standard IIRPMs (unidirectional) are proposed across northbound and southbound 

Van Nuys Boulevard at Nordhoff Street that activate in conjunction with red left-turn traffic 

signal activation and approaching LRTs to further warn pedestrians and motorists of trains 

approaching and mitigate unsafe behaviors such as illegal left turns and running red lights across 

the tracks. The standard IIRPMs have internal continuous red LED lights proposed for three 

directions: 

1) Directed towards the motorists and pedestrians crossing Van Nuys Boulevard 

and the LRT tracks for Nordhoff Street and the crosswalks. These IIRPMs 

will be activated only upon LRT approach 

2) Directed towards the motorists making left-turns from northbound and 

southbound Van Nuys Boulevard. The IIRPM’s are located across Nordhoff 

Street and the crosswalks angled at approximately 45-degrees directed at 

motorists making potentially illegal left-turns. These IIRPMs will be activated 

upon red left-turn traffic signal activation (and LRT approach) 
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3) Located in-front of motorists making left-turns and stopped prior to the 

crosswalks on Northbound and Southbound Van Nuys Boulevard. These 

IIRPMs will be activated by upon red left-turn traffic signal activation (and 

LRT approach) 

The Train Approach LED Blankout signs for motorists are proposed for each direction. The 

Project is also exploring the use of red-light enforcement cameras for motorists to enforce 

compliance with red left turn signals.  

Note that supplemental “Left Turn Gates” cannot be installed at Nordhoff Street due to 

restrictions within the existing street right of way (back of sidewalk to back of sidewalk) while 

meeting the city required sidewalks and lane widths. LACMTA had extensive discussions with 

the City about maintaining the required sidewalk and lane widths at these intersections. To 

provide Left Turn Gates, significant property would need to be acquired which impacts 

businesses and residences. Due to this, the installation of supplemental IIRPMs is proposed in 

lieu of Left Turn Gates. 

Pedestrian crosswalks are provided at all four quadrants and include Walk/ Don’t Walk 

signals that are interconnected with the traffic signal systems. In addition to traffic signal control, 

the pedestrian crossing includes Train LED Blankout signs adjacent to the Walk/ Don’t Walk 

signs for pedestrians, passive “LOOK BOTH WAYS” W82-1 signs, and tactile strips in 

compliance with ADA requirements. The traffic signal controller at the Nordhoff Street crossing 

also includes and operates the Nordhoff Station South Pedestrian Crossing. In coordination with 

the City of Los Angeles, truck turning templates verified that WB40 size vehicles can safely 

operate through the Nordhoff Street crossing. Trucks larger than WB40 will have designated 

routes or apply for special permits approved by the City of Los Angeles. 

 

4. Nordhoff Station South Pedestrian Crossing 

The Nordhoff LRT Station South Pedestrian Crossing (84F-3.95-D) is an at-grade 

pedestrian only crossing proposed approximately 350-feet north of Nordhoff Street on Van Nuys 

Boulevard in the city of Los Angeles. The Nordhoff LRT Station is accessed by pedestrians both 

south and north of the station. This Nordhoff LRT South Station Pedestrian Crossing is a mid-

block crossing across the southbound LRT track and southbound Van Nuys Boulevard. 
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The pedestrian crossing is directly controlled by the Nordhoff Street crossing traffic 

signal controller to the south. The Nordhoff Street controller is used to control the Walk/ Don’t 

Walk signals crossing southbound Van Nuys Boulevard at the pedestrian crossing and are also 

interconnected with the LRT signal system. When the Walk signal is provided for pedestrians to 

cross Van Nuys Boulevard and access/exit the station, a Stop signal is displayed for motorists on 

southbound Van Nuys Boulevard and LRT trains exiting the station.  

 As a supplemental measure to mitigate unsafe behaviors by pedestrians, subject to 

CTCDC approval, the supplemental bidirectional IIRPM’s are proposed to be embedded in the 

pavement traversing the southbound Van Nuys Boulevard crosswalk to/from station platform. 

Each bidirectional IIRPMs will have internal continuous red LED lights, with lights aimed for 

two directions: 

1) Directed at pedestrians exiting the Nordhoff LRT station 

2) Directed at pedestrians crossing the westside of Van Nuys Boulevard towards the 

Nordhoff LRT station 

All bidirectional IIRPMs at the Nordhoff Station Pedestrian crossing will be activated 

upon LRT approach. Pedestrians exiting the Nordhoff LRT station will be channelized with 

railing on the ramp to the Van Nuys Boulevard crosswalk. In addition to traffic signal control, 

the pedestrian crossing includes Train LED Blankout signs adjacent to the Walk/Don’t Walk 

signs for pedestrians, passive “LOOK BOTH WAYS” W82-1 signs, and tactile strips, in 

compliance with ADA requirements.  

Queue cutter loops will be located south of the pedestrian crossing for southbound Van 

Nuys Boulevard vehicular traffic. Should queuing occur south of the crossing because of stopped 

traffic at the Nordhoff Street intersection, backup prevention queue loops will provide a Stop 

signal at the Nordhoff Station South Pedestrian crossing signal to stop movement for southbound 

motorists prior to crossing the pedestrian crosswalk and prevent motorists at Nordhoff Street 

from queuing onto the crosswalk. 

 
The Design-Build Contractor 

LACMTA will award a design-build contract to advance the design, construct the 

crossings and support coordination with crossing stakeholders and CPUC as necessary. The 

design-build contractor will develop designs for drainage, final grading, and other elements in 



 

Page 10 of 37 
 

compliance with established criteria, AREMA and other standards. The design-build contractor 

will advance designs following required standards and provide a compliance submission of 

100% design level drawings to the stakeholders no later than 60 days prior to commencing 

crossing construction. The design-build contractor will resolve comments as necessary. The 

compliance submission will serve to ensure safety is not compromised, such that: 

• The traffic signals, signs and other equipment locations maybe adjusted, but cannot result 

in equipment removal or restrict visibility of signals and signs, without agreement of 

sufficient safety measures. 

• Drainage, utilities, street grade, track profiles, alignment, and other preliminary designs 

provided in this application must be finalized to determine final locations for crossing 

and traffic equipment, and if additional safety measures are necessary. 

• Width of traffic lanes, crossing, crosswalks, sidewalks, medians, and similar features 

maybe adjusted, but cannot compromise the minimum width required by design criteria, 

CA-MUTCD, ADA or other requirements without prior approval. 

• Additional safety enhancements such as additional traffic signals heads, signage, striping, 

etc. maybe considered. 

• Final traffic signals designs, specifications, phasing, timing, preemption, etc. must be 

provided for both 100% design and the as-built configuration. 

• Pavement markings and striping to be complaint with CA-MUTCD, city and design 

criteria requirements, and documented analysis and approval if criteria cannot be met. 

The design-build contractor will recommend backup prevention queue loops locations, 

accounting for traffic flow, loop detection delay and traffic signal cycle time, in efforts to 

prevent motorists from queuing on the crosswalk as applicable. The queue-loop locations and 

queue cutter transition time will be included in the compliance submission of 100% design level 

drawings for stakeholder reviews. For locations with IIRPM’s, the design-build contractor will 

provide design details showing visibility application for motorists and pedestrians as applicable, 

particularly for bi-directional IIRPM. The design-build contractor will coordinate with 

LACMTA and the City for the IIRPM selection and location.  
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No significant changes to the CPUC approved crossing designs can be made without 

securing CPUC staff approval. In the event the design-build contractor does not comply with the 

above-mentioned bullets and significantly changes the crossing safety design approved by the 

CPUC, the design-build contractor must attain formal CPUC modification approval or 

reconstruct the crossing to meet CPUC approval. 

Five-Year Request for Completion  

LACMTA requests a five-year period to complete construction of the crossings, as the 

Project includes several crossings, stations, and other work to be completed as part of the scope. 

 

IX (Public Benefit) 

As required by the CPUC Rules of Practice and Procedures 3.7c, the public will benefit 

from the delivery of supplementary public transportation by providing LRT service in the cities 

of Los Angeles and San Fernando, resulting in lower greenhouse gas effects, and reducing traffic 

congestion in these areas. The proposed crossings improvements, in connection with the LRT 

service, will increase safety and provide transportation benefits to system users. 

 

X (Grade Separation Practicability) 

Grade separation is not practicable for the proposed four (4) crossings. The street-running 

LRT stations are at-grade located in the center of the existing Van Nuys Boulevard and provided 

with at-grade pedestrian crossings for access. Due to clearance restrictions from existing adjacent 

businesses, sidewalks, motorist traffic lanes, and ADA requirements, the property is not available 

to provide grade separated pedestrian tunnels or overpasses at these locations. Additionally, the 

design and geometry of the LRT stations does not allow for clearances of ramps, stairs or other 

grade separated access without further significantly removing existing motorist traffic.  

 

XI (Authorization) 

This application requests authorization to construct four (4) at-grade crossings. In 

general, the application request includes addition of two (2) LRT tracks, stations, and grade 

crossings within the existing street-running segment; therefore, authority sought in this 

application is requested pursuant to PU Code 99152 and is made in accordance with Rule 3.7 

through 3.11 of the Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure.  



 

Page 12 of 37 
 

 
XII (Environmental Clearance) 

In accordance with CPUC Rules of Practice and Procedure 3.9(a), the project’s Final 

Environmental Impact Statement/ Environmental Impact Report (FEIS/FEIR) was certified in 

2020. The FEIS/FEIR signature page and Notice of Availability is included as Exhibit F.  

A copy of the full FEIS/FEIR and DEIS/DEIR, including addenda are also provided in 

the attached one (1) Archival Grade DVD and six (6) additional copies in the CD-ROMs 

attached as Exhibit F. Alterations of the subject crossings requested herein are within the scope 

of the FEIS/FEIR cited above. If there are changes to the FEIS/FEIR, the revised requirements 

will be incorporated by an addendum. 

Additionally, the Project has been environmentally cleared in accordance with National 

Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) requirements. The Record of Decision (ROD) is included in 

Exhibit G. 

The FEIS/FEIR and LACMTA Board approval reports specifies that the Project’s 

benefits outweigh and override its unavoidable significant impacts as listed below: 

1. The Project successfully meets all of the project objectives, which reflect LACMTA’s 

mission to meet public transportation and mobility needs for transit infrastructure while 

also being a responsible steward of the environment and considerate of affected agencies 

and community members when planning a fiscally sound project.  

2. The Project provides more reliable operations and connections between key transit hubs 

and routes throughout the immediate and exterior study area.  

3. Implementation of the Project would enhance transit accessibility/connectivity to a 

multitude of local and regional destinations, and the greater Los Angeles County regional 

transit network by connecting to the Sylmar/San Fernando Metrolink Station in the north 

and the Metro Orange Line Station in the south. New links between the Project and other 

transit lines would improve transit travel time for residents throughout the County and 

increase transit service efficiency by improving public transportation travel speeds and 

passenger throughput.  

4. The implementation of the Project would provide additional transit options in a largely 

transit‐ dependent area, which may indirectly contribute to the upwards social mobility of 
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residents in the region. Because of the centralized trip patterns, transit accessibility and 

connectivity are integral to project study area resident travel needs (35 percent are transit‐

dependent).  

5. The Project is expected to decrease daily Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) under the future 

year 2040 with project conditions, by 78,131 miles compared to the No‐Build Alternative 

by promoting modal shift to transit from motorists within the eastern San Fernando 

Valley, which will reduce energy consumption and lower emissions of some air 

pollutants, including greenhouse gas emissions and other pollutants that currently 

contribute to our regional air quality problems, resulting in beneficial air quality and 

climate change effects.  

6. The Project would address the increasing travel demand in the region.  

 

XIII (Environmental and Social Justice Action Plan (ESJ)) 

This Application and Project are consistent with the Action Plan and the CPUC’s vision 

to advance equity in its programs and policies for Environmental Justice and Social Justice (ESJ) 

Communities. The Project’s environmental review process included an extensive public outreach 

program and prepared a FEIS/FEIR in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act 

(CEQA) that analyzed the potential ESJ impacts of the Project. 

Section 4.17-Environmental Justice of the FEIS/FEIR summarizes the assessment of the 

Project’s impacts on minority and low-income population using the CEQ Environmental Justice 

Guidance, USDOT Order 5610.2(a) and FTA Circular 4703.1. The study determined that ESFV 

LRT operations would not result in disproportionately high and adverse effects on minority and 

low-income populations. This Project supports the nine (9) ESJ goals of the CPUC: 

Goal 1: Consistently integrate equity and access considerations throughout CPUC 

regulatory activities.  

• Section 4.17.2.1 and Appendix DD of the FEIS/FEIR summarizes the public 

involvement process including Community and Meetings with Environmental 

Justice Communities. 

Goal 2: Increase investment in clean energy resources to benefit ESJ communities, 

especially to improve local air quality and public health  
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• Sections ES:1 and 4.17.2.1 of the FEIS/FEIR summarizes the mobility and 

environmental benefits including support of the South Coast AQMD Governing 

Board Environmental Justice Initiative. 

Goal 3: Strive to improve access to high-quality water, communications, and 

transportation services for ESJ communities  

• Section 4.17.3.2 of the FEIS/FEIR summarizes the benefits of providing LRT 

transportation to an ESJ community. 

Goal 4: Increase climate resiliency in ESJ communities  

• Section 4.7.2. of the FEIS/FEIR summarize the LRT emissions benefits. 

Goal 5: Enhance outreach and public participation opportunities for ESJ 

communities to meaningfully participate in the CPUC’s decision-making process 

and benefit from CPUC programs  

• Section 4.17.2.1 and Appendix DD of the FEIS/FEIR summarizes the public 

involvement process including community meetings with Environmental Justice 

Communities. 

Goal 6: Enhance enforcement to ensure safety and consumer protection for all, 

especially for ESJ communities  

• Section 4.14 of the FEIS/FEIR summarizes approach to maximize the benefits of 

transit service and improve access to public transit by making it convenient, safe, 

and attractive for users. 

Goal 7: Promote economic and workforce development opportunities in ESJ 

communities  

• Section 4.3 of the FEIS/FEIR references detailed guidelines to assess economic 

and fiscal impacts, including Section 15131(b) of the State CEQA Guidelines. 

Goal 8: Improve training and staff development related to environmental and 

justice issues within the CPUC’s jurisdiction 

• Applicant defers to CPUC staff in relation to this internal CPUC goal. 

Goal 9: Monitor the CPUC’s environmental and social justice efforts to evaluate 

how they are achieving their objectives.  

•  Applicant defers to CPUC staff in relation to this internal CPUC goal. 
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XIII (Exhibits) 

 The Following Exhibits are transmitted as required by the CPUC Rules of Practice and 

Procedures 3.7: 

Exhibit A1: Vicinity map showing the crossings in relation to the existing roads 

Exhibit A2: Aerial intersection map for the crossings 

Exhibit B1: LACMTA Orange Line Station / Calvert Street Pedestrian Crossing 

Exhibit B2: Roscoe Station Pedestrian Crossing 

Exhibit B3: Nordhoff Street Crossing 

Exhibit B4: Nordhoff Station South Pedestrian Crossing 

Exhibit C: Meeting Minutes from 12/9/2020 Crossing Diagnostics (agreement of interested 

parties) 

Exhibit D: ESFV Project List of Crossings 

Exhibit E: Metro/ City of LA Master Cooperative Agreement 

Exhibit F: The Final Environmental Impact Statement/ Final Impact Report (FEIS/FEIR) 

legal description letter, FEIS/FEIR and DEIS/DEIR copied to one (1) Archival Grade DVD 

and FEIS/FEIR AND DEIS/DEIR copied to six (6) CD-ROMs 

Exhibit G: National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Record of Decision (ROD) 

Exhibit H: The Scoping Memo Information for the Application. 

 

XIV (Temporary Traffic Controls) 

The Design-Build contractor will be responsible for meeting the terms and conditions of 

the prescriptive specifications of the contract that will require submittal of a Traffic Maintenance 

Plan design that maintains traffic movements, private entrance access, safety mitigations and 

minimizes congestion. The Traffic Maintenance Plan shall comply with all applicable rules 

including CPUC General Orders and temporary traffic controls as described in the CA-MUTCD, 

as amended. 
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XV (Order) 

WHEREFORE, the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 

respectfully requests that the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) issue an order 

authorizing: 

1. LACMTA to construct four (4) at-grade crossings adding two Light Rail Transit (LRT) 

tracks and station access.  

2. The crossings shall have the configurations described and specified in this application 

and its attachments. The crossings shall be identified by the following CPUC Crossing 

Numbers: 

No. Crossing PUC Number(s) 

1 
Metro Orange Line Station /Calvert Street 
Pedestrian Crossing 

84F-0.14-D 

2 Roscoe Station Pedestrian Crossing 84F-3.01-D 

3 Nordhoff Street 84F-3.87 

4 Nordhoff Station South Pedestrian Crossing 84F-3.95-D 

 

3. The order authorizes the crossings upon terms and conditions, and divisions of costs and 

expenses as set forth above. 

4. The order provides five years from date of such order within which to complete the work. 

5. The order provides such further relief as the Commission deems proper. 

 

 Dated this ________day of ____________, 2022 at Los Angeles, California by: 

     

          

    Monica Born  

    LACMTA Deputy Executive Officer 

21 April 
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VERIFICATION 

 

I, Monica Born, am an employee of applicant, Los Angeles County Metropolitan 

Transportation Authority, and authorized to make this verification on its behalf. The statements in 

the foregoing document are true to my own knowledge, or believed, by myself, to be true.  

 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. 

 

Dated this ________day of ____________, 2022 at Los Angeles, California by: 

     

 

          

Ms. Monica Born 

Deputy Executive Officer 

East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor  

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority  

777 S. Figueroa St., 11th Floor 

Los Angeles, CA 90017  

Email: BornM@metro.net  

  

21 April 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 

I, Monica Born, certify on behalf of Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation 

Authority, that this application with attachments is served to the interested parties on the below 

service list by e-mail as specified by Rule 1.9 of the Commission’s Rules of Practice and 

Procedure. 

 

I declare, under penalty of perjury, that the foregoing is true and correct. 

 

Dated this ________day of ____________, 2022 at Los Angeles, California by: 

     

 

          

Ms. Monica Born 

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

21 April 
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Mathew Bond 

California Public Utilities Commission 

320 W. Fourth Street, Suite 500 

Los Angeles, CA 90013  

mathew.bond@cpuc.ca.gov 

Jose Pereyra  

California Public Utilities Commission 

320 W. Fourth Street, Suite 500 

Los Angeles, CA 90013  

jose.pereyra@cpuc.ca.gov  

Antranig G. Garabetian 

California Public Utilities Commission 

320 W. Fourth Street, Suite 500 

Los Angeles, CA 90013  

antranig.garabetian@cpuc.ca.gov 

Shanna Foley 

California Public Utilities Commission 

320 W. Fourth Street, Suite 500 

Los Angeles, CA 90013  

Shanna.Foley@cpuc.ca.gov 

Roger Clugston 

California Public Utilities Commission 

320 W. Fourth Street, Suite 500 

Los Angeles, CA 90013  

roger.clugston@cpuc.ca.gov  

Curtis Tran 

City of Los Angeles – BOE 

1149 S. Broadway, Suite 700 

Mail Stop 494-01 

Los Angeles, CA 90015 

curtis.tran@lacity.org 

Ricardo Rivera 

City of Los Angeles 

100 South Main Street, 10th Floor 

Mail Stop 725-31 

Los Angeles, CA 90012 

ricardo.rivera@lacity.org 

Monica Born 

LACMTA, ESFV 

One Gateway Plaza  

Los Angeles, CA 90012 

BornM@metro.net 

Dain Pankratz 

Gannett Fleming Team, ESFV 

Email Only 

dpankratz@boydcatongroup.com  

Matt Freeman 

Gannett Fleming Team, ESFV 

Email Only 

mfreeman@mpf-tnr.com 
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Exhibit A1: 

ESFV Project Vicinity Map 
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Exhibit A2:  

Crossing Aerial Intersection Description Maps 
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#1 Metro Orange Line Station / Calvert 
Street Pedestrian Crossing 
LRT 84F-0.14D 
LRT Stationing: 105+80  
Lat: 34.181878 
Long: -118.448747 
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#2 Roscoe Station N. Pedestrian Crossing 
LRT 84F-3.01D 
LRT Stationing: 257+35  
Lat: 34.223086 
Long: -118.448778 
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#4 Nordhoff Station S. Pedestrian 
Crossing 
LRT 84F-3.95D 
LRT Stationing: 307+00  
Lat: 34.236582 
Long: -118.450285 

#3 Nordhoff Street 
LRT 84F-3.87 
LRT Stationing: 302+60  
Lat: 34.235423 
Long: -118.450264 
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Exhibit B1:  

Metro Orange Line Station / Calvert  Street 

Pedestrian Crossing
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STA 548+80 TO STA 553+20 

C-A-003
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15'
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10'

22'

P/L

P/L

P/L P/L

STA 552+45.00 "VN"
45.00' LT
BEG 30:1 TAPER

30:1 TAPER

13
16

13
16

13
16

13
16

13
16

1

2

5 6

43 CURVE DATA TABLE

LENGTH TANGENTDELTARADIUSNo.

40.15' 25.89'�����
���25.00'1

2 23.54' 14.97'�����
���15.00'

31.42' 20.00'�����
���20.00'3

4 31.41' 20.00�����
���20.00'

39.27' 25.00'�����
���25.00'5

6 39.27' 25.00'�����
���25.00'

STA 552+49.97 "VN"
STA 10+00.00 "BE"

STA 549+86.57 "VN"
STA 12+00.00 "CA"

ECR STA 552+90.76
"VN", 45.53' RT
END TYPE C
INTEGRAL C&G
BEG TYPE C INTEGRAL
CURB AND CONC PVMT

15.00' LT
BCR STA 10+70.58 "BE"

BCR STA 552+19.90 "VN", 43.50' RT
END TYPE C INTEGRAL CURB
AND CONC PVMT
BEG TYPE C INTEGRAL C&G

STA 10+77.00 "BE", 15.00' RT
JOIN EXIST C&G, SW

15.00' RT
ECR STA 10+58.45 "BE"

ECR STA 550+25.08 "VN",
43.50' RT

END TYPE C INTEGRAL C&G
BEG TYPE C INTEGRAL CURB
AND CONC PVMT

18.50' LT
BCR STA 12+63.62 "CA"

STA 12+75.00 "CA", 18.50' LT
JOIN EXIST C&G, SW

BCR STA 549+47.58 "VN",
43.00' RT

STA 12+75.00 "CA", 19.00' RT
JOIN EXIST C&G, SW

19.00' RT
ECR STA 12+63.11 "CA"

ECR STA 550+30.07 "VN",
45.00' LT

END TYPE C INTEGRAL C&G
BEG TYPE C INTEGRAL CURB
AND CONC PVMT

18.50' LT
BCR STA 11+30.12 "CA"

STA 11+20.00 "CA", 18.50' LT
JOIN EXIST C&G, SW

BCR STA 549+39.57 "VN",
43.00' LT
END TYPE C INTEGRAL CURB
AND CONC PVMT
BEG TYPE C INTEGRAL C&G

STA 11+20.00 "CA", 22.00' RT
JOIN EXIST C&G, SW
22.00' RT
ECR STA 11+32.11 "CA"

STA 553+05.00 "VN", 47.00' LT

END TYPE C INTEGRAL CURB
AND CONC PVMT
BEG TYPE C INTEGRAL C&G

35.00' LT
STA 553+05.00 "VN"

STA 552+75.00 "VN", 35.00' LT

34.00' LT

STA 552+45.00
"VN"

11
.0
'

11
.0
'

11
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'

11
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'
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'

11
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'
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16

2'
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16
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2
16

2'
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16
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16
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2
16
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2
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EAST CURB - VAN NUYS BLVD

WEST CURB - VAN NUYS BLVD

OG

OGEAST TC

WEST TC

WEST TC

EAST TC

WEST TC
OG

PROPOSED METRO ORANGE LINE
STATION

ȭ�L-TRACK

ȭ R-TRACK

SEE TRACKWORK
PLANS

TCE

P/L

18.5' 11'11.5' 19'

11
.5
'

ȭ
BESSEMER ST

ȭ
CALVERT ST

ȭ
CALVERT ST

STA 549+35.00 "VN"
44.50' LT
END GALV STD PIPE
RAILING
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2
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2
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16

2
16

2
16

13
16

2
16
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16

STA 551+95.00 "VN"
DWY CASE 1CL

10
16

3
16

MATCH LINE STA 10+85
SEE DWG C-A-026

2'
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16
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12
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16
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16 12

16
12
16
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16
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16
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16
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16
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16

14
16

14
16

14
16

14
16

3
1616

3 3
1616

3

3
1616

3
3
1616

3

2 TYPE C INTEGRAL CURB & GUTTER
3 TYPE C INTEGRAL CURB & CONCRETE PAVEMENT
7 BUS PAD
10 CONCRETE DRIVEWAY
12 CONCRETE WALK
13 CURB RAMP
14 ASPHALT CONCRETE PAVEMENT
16 CRUSHED MISCELLANEOUS BASE
26 TREE WELL
31 PIPE HANDRAIL
48 TRANSIT SHELTER
49 TRANSIT BENCH

CONSTRUCTION NOTES:

1. SEE UTILITY PLANS (U) FOR EXISTING/PROPOSED UTILITIES.

2. SEE STREET LIGHTING PLANS (SL) FOR EXACT LOCATIONS
AND DETAILS.

3. SEE TRAFFIC SIGNAL PLANS (TR) FOR TRAFFIC SIGNAL POLE
AND EQUIPMENT LOCATIONS AND DETAILS.

4. SEE TRACKWORK PLANS (T) FOR TRACK RELATED WORK
INCLUDING GUIDEWAY CURB.

5. SEE DRAINAGE PLANS (D) FOR STORM DRAIN RELATED
WORK.

6. SEE RIGHT-OF-WAY PLANS FOR RIGHT-OF-WAY TAKE AND
TEMPORARY CONSTRUCTION EASEMENTS.

7. SEE PLANTING PLANS (L) FOR LANDSCAPE AND
TREE/TREEWELL LOCATIONS. INSTALL 4'X6' TYPE 1 TREE
WELL COVER PER STANDARD PLAN S-450-3.

8. SEE TREE PROTECTION/LANDSCAPE (L) PLANS FOR EXISTING
TREES TO BE REMOVED OR PROTECTED IN PLACE
(PROVIDED BY D/B TEAM).

9. SEE NOTICE TO CONTRACTOR NOTES FOR REMOVAL AND
REINSTALLATION/RELOCATION OF CITY TRANSIT FURNITURE.

10. FOR CURB RAMP AND INTERSECTION DETAILS, SEE SHEET
CD-A-002.

11. FOR INSTALLATION OF DETECTABLE WARNING SURFACE AT
CURB RAMPS, SEE LABOE STANDARD PLAN S-442-6.

NOTES:

CONSTRUCT

EXISTING

REMOVE

REMODEL EXISTING

REMOVE AND CONSTRUCT

WORK BY OTHERS

CONSTRUCTION SYMBOLS:SEE SHEET CD-A-002
FOR INTERSECTION DETAILS

SEE SHEET CD-A-002 FOR INTERSECTION DETAILS

W=24', X=4', Y=6'

C/L CURB RAMP, CASE I
17.82' LT, "BE" +59.05 C/L CURB RAMP, CASE J

15.55' RT, "BE" +54.42

25.17' LT
STA 10+70.58 "BE"

65.00' RT
STA 552+80.74 "VN"

STA 10+64.96 "BE", 20.00' RT

STA 552+19.89 "VN", 55.00' RT

STA 11+45.11 "CA"
56.74' RT

STA 11+20.00 "CA"
33.34' RT

30.00' LT
STA 11+37.57 "CA"37.61' LT

STA 11+45.12 "CA"
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48 49

7 STA 548+85.00 "VN"
16

BEG 30:1 TAPER

END 30:1 TAPER

26 26

26 26 26

26

26 26

26

P/L

STA 552+11.00 "VN"
55.00 LT

BEG RW553E
TCE

CL

PROPOSED RET WALL RW553E, SEE RET WALL PLANS

GUIDEWAY CURB DATA TABLE

LENGTH TANGENTBEARING/DELTARADIUSNo.

676.73'1�����
���(

104.91' 52.47'����
���2100.00'

1

2

530.15'1�����
���(

102.41' 51.22'����
���2050.00'

4

5

1

3

5 6

79.04'1�����
���(3

80.29'1�����
���:

6

4

31.12' RT

7

TCETCE

2

8

7

8

99.92' 49.97'����
���2000.00'

99.92' 49.97'����
���2000.00'







 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

EAST SAN FERNANDO VALLEY TRANSIT CORRIDOR 
Truck Turn Template Exhibit - Calvert St. 

 

 
 

SU-30 

WB-40 

SU-30 

SU-30 



 

Page 26 of 37 
 

Exhibit B2:  

Roscoe Station Pedestrian Crossing  
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NOTE:

1. STATION DESIGN BASED ON METRO RAIL 
ARCHITECTURAL STANDARD DRAWINGS
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ROSCOE STATION

R TRACK CURVE DATA

CURVE
NO.

Ls IN
(FT)

Ls OUT
(FT)

R
(FT)

Lc
(FT)

E
(IN)

Ea
(IN)

Eu
(IN)

DESIGN SPEED V
(MPH)

L-248 100 100 10,400 105.08 0.45 0.00 0.45 35

L-251 50 50 2,820 55.27 1.67 0.50 1.17 35

L TRACK CURVE DATA

CURVE
NO.

Ls IN
(FT)

Ls OUT
(FT)

R
(FT)

Lc
(FT)

E
(IN)

Ea
(IN)

Eu
(IN)

DESIGN SPEED V
(MPH)

R-249 50 50 4,200 50.59 1.12 1.00 0.12 35

R-251 50 50 15,800 50.20 0.30 0.00 0.30 35
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STA 245+00 TO 255+00

T-B-007
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L TRACK CURVE DATA

CURVE
NO.

Ls IN
(FT)

Ls OUT
(FT)

R
(FT)

Lc
(FT)

E
(IN)

Ea
(IN)

Eu
(IN)

DESIGN SPEED V
(MPH)

R TRACK CURVE DATA

CURVE
NO.

Ls IN
(FT)

Ls OUT
(FT)

R
(FT)

Lc
(FT)

E
(IN)

Ea
(IN)

Eu
(IN)

DESIGN SPEED V
(MPH)L-258 100 100 22,250 105.38 0.21 0.00 0.21 35

R-257 50 50 4,300 50.00 1.09 1.00 0.09 35
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STA 255+00 TO STA 264+00
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STA 395+80 TO STA 400+80

C-B-017

"VN" LINE

SEE TRACKWORK
PLANS

PROPOSED ROSCOE STATION
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2

47.84' RT
PRC STA 400+44.68 "VN"

40.61' RT
END 30:1 TAPER

BC STA 399+40.00 "VN" BEG 30:1 TAPER
STA 399+25.00 "VN", 40.00' RT

30:1 TAPER

29.50' RT
STA 399+25.00 "VN"

28.00' LT
END 30:1 TAPER

STA 399+90.00 "VN"
29.50' LT
BEG 30:1 TAPER

STA 399+45.00 "VN"

30:1 TAPER

29.50' RT
STA 398+05.00 "VN"

28.00' RT
STA 397+60.00 "VN"

END 30:1 TAPER
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BEG 30:1 TAPER
STA 397+60.00 "VN",39.00' RT
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EAST CURB - VAN NUYS BLVD

WEST CURB - VAN NUYS BLVD

OG
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CURVE DATA TABLE

LENGTH TANGENTDELTARADIUSNo.

125.12' 62.64'�����
���1021.00'1

2 104.98' 52.54'�����
���979.00'

PROP P/L
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NOTES:

CONSTRUCTION NOTES:

CONSTRUCT

EXISTING

REMOVE

REMODEL EXISTING

REMOVE AND CONSTRUCT

WORK BY OTHERS

CONSTRUCTION SYMBOLS:

CONSTRUCTION NOTES:CONSTRUCTION NOTES:
1 CONCRETE CURB
2 TYPE C INTEGRAL CURB & GUTTER
3 TYPE C INTEGRAL CURB & CONCRETE PAVEMENT
8 CONCRETE PAVEMENT
10 CONCRETE DRIVEWAY
12 CONCRETE WALK
13 CURB RAMP
14 ASPHALT CONCRETE PAVEMENT
16 CRUSHED MISCELLANEOUS BASE
26 TREE WELL

10
16

STA 398+95.00 "VN"
DWY CASE 3CL

10
16

W=36', Y=6'

10
16

STA 399+86.01 "VN"
DWY CASE 3CL

10
16

W=35', X=4', Y=6'

1
8

16
.0
'

16
.6
'

19
.7
'

17
.7
'

21
.8
'

21
.4
'

23
.2
'

23
.8
'

1. SEE UTILITY PLANS (U) FOR EXISTING/PROPOSED UTILITIES.

2. SEE STREET LIGHTING PLANS (SL) FOR EXACT LOCATIONS
AND DETAILS.

3. SEE TRAFFIC SIGNAL PLANS (TR) FOR TRAFFIC SIGNAL POLE
AND EQUIPMENT LOCATIONS AND DETAILS.

4. SEE TRACKWORK PLANS (T) FOR TRACK RELATED WORK
INCLUDING GUIDEWAY CURB.

5. SEE DRAINAGE PLANS (D) FOR STORM DRAIN RELATED
WORK.

6. SEE RIGHT-OF-WAY PLANS FOR RIGHT-OF-WAY TAKE AND
TEMPORARY CONSTRUCTION EASEMENTS

7. SEE PLANTING PLANS (L) FOR LANDSCAPE AND
TREE/TREEWELL LOCATIONS. INSTALL 4'X6' TYPE 1 TREE
WELL COVER PER STANDARD PLAN S-450-3.

8. SEE TREE PROTECTION/LANDSCAPE (L) PLANS FOR EXISTING
TREES TO BE REMOVED OR PROTECTED IN PLACE
(PROVIDED BY D/B TEAM).

9. SEE NOTICE TO CONTRACTOR NOTES FOR REMOVAL AND
REINSTALLATION/RELOCATION OF CITY TRANSIT FURNITURE.

11. FOR INSTALLATION OF DETECTABLE WARNING SURFACE AT
CURB RAMPS, SEE LABOE STANDARD PLAN S-442-6.

C/L CURB RAMP, CASE D
40.00' RT, "VN" +60.00

C/L CURB RAMP, CASE D
40.00' LT, "VN" +60.00

26 26

26

26

26 26 26

26 26

26

26

26
26 26 26

30:1 TAPER

10
'

BEG RW401W
STA 400+43.46 "VN", 57.77' RT

RW401W LOL

26

26 26 26

 GUIDEWAY CURB DATA TABLE

LENGTH TANGENTBEARING/DELTARADIUSNo.

1

2
3

654
498.57'1�����
���(

200.82' 100.41'����
���22250.00'

181.47'1�����
���(

1

2

3

431.87'1�����
���(

83.64' 41.82'����
���3600.00'

426.14'1�����
���:

4

5

6
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Nordhoff Street Crossing 
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NO.

Ls IN
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R
(FT)

Lc
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E
(IN)

Ea
(IN)

Eu
(IN)

DESIGN SPEED V
(MPH)

L TRACK CURVE DATA

CURVE
NO.

Ls IN
(FT)

Ls OUT
(FT)

R
(FT)

Lc
(FT)

E
(IN)

Ea
(IN)

Eu
(IN)

DESIGN SPEED V
(MPH)
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P/L
P/L

P/LP/L

10
0'

50
'

50
'

10
'

10
'

40
'

40
'

10
0'

50
'

50
'

10
'

40
'

40
'

10
'

100'

40' 37' 13'10'

100'

40' 40'10' 10'

"VN" LINE

"N
O
" 
LI
N
E

16
13

16

1

2

3

4

13

13

16
1313

16
1313

12
16

12
16

12
16

12
16 3

16

3
16

3
16

TCE

STA 13+80.00 "NO", 40.00' RT

JOIN EXIST CURB AND
CONC PVMT, SW

2' 2'

2'

2'

10
.5
'

10
.5
'

11
'

10
.5
'

10
.5
'

10
.5
'

STA 353+21.87 "VN"
STA 13+00.00 "NO"

BCR STA 352+60.33 "VN"
40.00' LT
END TYPE C INTEGRAL CURB
AND CONC PVMT
BEG TYPE C INTEGRAL C&G

JOIN EXIST C&G, SW 
STA 12+20.00 "NO", 37.00' RT 

ECR STA 12+35.44 "NO"
37.00' RT

JOIN EXIST C&G, SW 
STA 12+20.00 "NO", 40.00' LT 

40.00' LT 

ECR STA 353+87.31 "VN"
40.00' LT
END TYPE C INTEGRAL C&G
BEG TYPE C INTEGRAL
CURB AND CONC PVMT

STA 354+25.00 "VN"
29.50' LT 

STA 354+70.00 "VN"
28.00' LT 

10
'

10
'

BCR STA 352+56.39 "VN"
40.00' RT
END TYPE C INTEGRAL CURB
AND CONC PVMT
BEG TYPE C INTEGRAL C&G

ECR STA 13+65.47 "NO", 40.00' RT
JOIN EXIST C&G, SW 
STA 13+80.00 "NO", 40.00' LT 

BCR STA 13+64.55 "NO"
40.00' LT 

ECR STA 353+86.42 "VN"
40.00' RT
END TYPE C INTEGRAL C&G
BEG TYPE C INTEGRAL CURB
AND CONC PVMT

STA 352+20.00 "VN"
29.50' RT 

STA 352+05.00 "VN"
29.00' RT 

EAST CURB - VAN NUYS BLVD

WEST CURB - VAN NUYS BLVD

OG

OG
EAST TC

WEST TC

EAST TC

WEST TC

CURVE DATA TABLE

LENGTH TANGENTDELTARADIUSNo.

39.10' 24.83'�����
���25.00'1

2

39.44' 25.17'�����
���25.00'3

39.09' 24.82'�����
���25.00'4

39.45' 25.18'�����
���25.00'

10
.5
'

11
'

P/L

12'

ȭ
NORDHOFF ST

ȭ
NORDHOFF ST

ȭ�L-TRACK

ȭ R-TRACK

SEE TRACKWORK
PLANS

1. SEE UTILITY PLANS (U) FOR EXISTING/PROPOSED UTILITIES.

2. SEE STREET LIGHTING PLANS (SL) FOR EXACT LOCATIONS
AND DETAILS.

3. SEE TRAFFIC SIGNAL PLANS (TR) FOR TRAFFIC SIGNAL POLE
AND EQUIPMENT LOCATIONS AND DETAILS.

4. SEE TRACKWORK PLANS (T) FOR TRACK RELATED WORK
INCLUDING GUIDEWAY CURB.

5. SEE DRAINAGE PLANS (D) FOR STORM DRAIN RELATED
WORK.

6. SEE RIGHT-OF-WAY PLANS FOR RIGHT-OF-WAY TAKE AND
TEMPORARY CONSTRUCTION EASEMENTS

7. SEE PLANTING PLANS (L) FOR LANDSCAPE AND
TREE/TREEWELL LOCATIONS. INSTALL 4'X6' TYPE 1 TREE
WELL COVER PER STANDARD PLAN S-450-3.

8. SEE TREE PROTECTION/LANDSCAPE (L) PLANS FOR EXISTING
TREES TO BE REMOVED OR PROTECTED IN PLACE
(PROVIDED BY D/B TEAM).

9. SEE NOTICE TO CONTRACTOR NOTES FOR REMOVAL AND
REINSTALLATION/RELOCATION OF CITY TRANSIT FURNITURE.

10. FOR CURB RAMP AND INTERSECTION DETAILS, SEE SHEET
CD-B-013.

11. FOR INSTALLATION OF DETECTABLE WARNING SURFACE AT
CURB RAMPS, SEE LABOE STANDARD PLAN S-442-6.

NOTES:

CONSTRUCTION NOTES:
2 TYPE C INTEGRAL CURB & GUTTER
3 TYPE C INTEGRAL CURB & CONCRETE PAVEMENT
7 BUS PAD
10 CONCRETE DRIVEWAY
12 CONCRETE WALK
13 CURB RAMP
14 ASPHALT CONCRETE PAVEMENT
16 CRUSHED MISCELLANEOUS BASE
26 TREE WELL

CONSTRUCT

EXISTING

REMOVE

REMODEL EXISTING

REMOVE AND CONSTRUCT

WORK BY OTHERS

CONSTRUCTION SYMBOLS:

STA 351+26.00 "VN"
DWY CASE 1CL

10
16 W=30', X=4', Y=6'

10
16

STA 354+69.00 "VN"
DWY CASE 3CL

10
16

W=26', X=4', Y=6'

10
16

STA 351+75.00 "VN"
DWY CASE 1CL

10
16

W=24', X=4', Y=6'

10
16

14
16

14
16

14
16

14
16

14
16

7
16

14
16

14
16

12
16

12
16

12
16
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16

14
16
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16
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16
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16

3
16 7

16

3
16

2
16

2
16

2
16

2
16

14
16

2
16

2
16

2
16

2
16

2
16

2
16

13
16 13

16

13
16

13
16

END TYPE C INTEGRAL C&G
BEG TYPE C INTEGRAL
CURB AND CONC PVMT

3
16

3
16

23
.7
'

30
.2
'23

'

18
.9
'

8.
7'

30
.9
'

7.
3'

18
.6
'

SEE SHEET CD-B-013
 FOR INTERSECTION DETAILS

SEE SHEET CD-B-013
FOR INTERSECTION DETAILS

STA 353+94.28 "VN"
50.00' LT 

STA 12+27.50 "NO"
51.92' LT 

BCR
STA 12+34.55 "NO"

STA 353+94.28 "VN"
52.00' LT 

TCE

30:1 TAPER

BEG 30:1 TAPER 
END 30:1 TAPER 

END 30:1 TAPER 
3
1630:1 TAPER

BEG 30:1 TAPER 16
13

STA 352+54.50 "VN"
50.00' LT

STA 352+54.50 "VN"
54.00' LT

STA 352+68.85 "VN"
54.00' LT 

5

31.55' 20.14'�����
���20.00'5

26

26

26

262626

26

26

26

26

1 2

3

6 7
5

4  GUIDEWAY CURB DATA TABLE

LENGTH TANGENTBEARING/DELTARADIUSNo.

133.21' 66.62'����
���2500.00'

105.75'1�����
���(

250.12' 125.16'����
���2600.00'

1

2

3

149.00' 74.52'����
���2842.00'

109.75'1�����
���(

128.08' 64.05'����
���2500.00'

163.25'1�����
���(

4

5

6

7
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RR

R R

VAN NUYS BLVD

℄ OF L TRACK

℄ OF R TRACK

GUIDEWAY CURB, TYPBIKE RACKS

1 13

CITY ROW

CITY ROW

A-B3-211
3 A-B3-210

3

BIKE RACKS 3'
-0
"

PROPOSED PLATFORM 270'-0"

1
A-X2-100
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AT
FO
R
M

EN
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(R
 3
11
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3.
40
)
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40
)
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STATION IDENTIFIER

METRO PIN STATION 
IDENTIFIER

TU
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UNKNOWN
UTILITY BELOW

UNKNOWN
UTILITY BELOW

NOTE:

1. STATION DESIGN BASED ON METRO RAIL 
ARCHITECTURAL STANDARD DRAWINGS

2.  CONTRACTOR SHALL FURNISH AND 
INSTALL BIKE RACKS PER MRDC, AND
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X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X

X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X XX X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X

X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X

2
A-B3-211 SS PANEL

ROOF SYSTEM
TVM, TYPSS GUARDRAIL, TYP

SS HANDRAIL

3'X3' COMM
CABINET

CUSTOMER
INFORMATION 
PANEL, TYP

FARE GATES

LIGHTING FIXTURE, TYP

0' - 0"
TRACK LEVEL

3' - 3"
PLATFORM LEVEL

1

METRO PIN
STATION INDETIFIER

RAMP

SLOPED WALKWAY

1
A-B3-211

A-B3-200
6 A

2
A-B3-211

1

DN DN 

℄ OF L TRACK

℄ OF R TRACK FARE GATES

EMERGENCY SWING 
GATE & SS FENCE

TVM & CUSTOMER 
INFORMATION 
PANEL ENCLOSURE

OCS, TYP

3'X3' COMM 
CABINET

TRACK WARNING
PAVERS, TYP

PEDESTRIAN
PUSH BUTTON

LIGHTING FIXTURE, TYP

(7.5%)(<5%)

11
'-3
 1
/2
"

8'
-1
1"

METRO PIN STATION 
IDENTIFIER

LANDING

20'-0"

WALKWAY

110'-4"

LANDING

6'-0"

RAMP

21'-8"
PEDESTRIAN PATHWAY

158'-0"

TICKETING AREA

54'-6"

5'
-4
 3
/8
"

5'
-4
 3
/8
"

14
'-7
"

BOLLARD

℄ OF L TRACK

SS GUARDRAIL, TYP

SS HANDRAIL, TYP

1
A-B3-211

A

30" X 30" REFUGE 
AREA, TYP

EMERGENCY SWING 
GATE & SS FENCE
FARE GATES

SS PANEL
ROOF SYSTEM

R 
TRACK

℄

L 
TRACK

℄

0' - 0"
TRACK LEVEL

3' - 3"
PLATFORM LEVEL

TYP
4'-6 3/4"

TYP
4'-6 3/4"

℄ OF PLATFORM

NOTES:

1. SIX MIL THICK ANTI-ETCH SACRIFICIAL FILM INSTALLED ON FOR 
PROTECTION OF GLASS SURFACES.

2. ANTI-ETCH SACRIFICIAL FILM ON ALL STAINLESS STEEL SURFACES UP TO 10 
FEET FROM GROUND.

3. ANTI-GRAFFITI COATING ON ALL CONCRETE SURFACES & STAINLESS STEEL 
SURFACES.

4. ALL METAL SURFACES IN PUBLIC AREAS TO BE STAINLESS STEEL PER 
MRDC REQUIREMENTS AND ALL CONCRETE PAVING SURFACES IN PAID 
AREAS, PLAZAS AND PLATFORM PER ARCHITECTURAL STANDARD 
DRAWINGS.

5. FOR ARTWORK AND SIGNAGE INTEGRATION COORDINATE WITH METRO 
ARTS AND DESIGN.

6. REFER TO A-X2-120 FOR UNDERGROUND ROOM REFLECTED CEILING PLANS
7. REFER TO ELECTRICAL PLANS FOR FIXTURE SCHEDULE, NORMAL AND 
EMERGENCY PHOTOMETRICS ANALYSIS AND STATISTICS FOR ADDITIONAL 
INFORMATION

8. CONTRACTOR TO ADD/UPDATE LIGHT FIXTURE AS NEEDED PER STATION  
RAMP/WALKWAY LAYOUT TO PROVIDE REQUIRED FC PER MRDC TABLE 7.2. 
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ENLARGED PLAN - SOUTH3
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R TRACK CURVE DATA

CURVE
NO.

Ls IN
(FT)

Ls OUT
(FT)

R
(FT)

Lc
(FT)

E
(IN)

Ea
(IN)

Eu
(IN)

DESIGN SPEED V
(MPH)

L-307 50 50 2,820 81.31 1.67 0.50 1.17 35

L-313 100 100 11,100 106.09 0.42 0.00 0.42 35

L TRACK CURVE DATA

CURVE
NO.

Ls IN
(FT)

Ls OUT
(FT)

R
(FT)

Lc
(FT)

E
(IN)

Ea
(IN)

Eu
(IN)

DESIGN SPEED V
(MPH)

R-306 0 0 67,000 106.91 0.07 0.00 0.07 35

R-312 50 50 15,750 70.69 0.30 0.00 0.30 35
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TRACK ALIGNMENT
PLAN AND PROFILE

STA 305+50 TO STA 314+00

T-B-014

AS SHOWN

40' 20' 0 40' 80' 0 10' 20'10'

HORIZ: 1"=40' VERT: 1"=10'
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EX ROW

 L TRACK

M
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H
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E
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0

EX ROW

SB VAN NUYS BLVD

NORDHOFF STATION

 R TRACK

R TOP OF RAIL

OCS POLE (TYP)

NB VAN NUYS BLVD

INTERTRACK
FENCE (TYP)

 1
6.

74
'

 2
3.

86
'

D. SALAZAR

D. SALAZAR

D. LEE

M. FREEMAN

SCALE: 1" = 40'

HORZ: 1" = 40'
VERT: 1" = 10"

 2
5.

29
'

FLOATING
SLAB TRACK

GUIDEWAY
CURB (TYP)

NOTES:

SEE SHEET T-B-001 FOR GENERAL PLAN AND PROFILE NOTES.

EXISTING GROUND
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EAST CURB - VAN NUYS BLVD

WEST CURB - VAN NUYS BLVD
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EAST TC

WEST TC
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.0
'

ȭ�L-TRACK

ȭ R-TRACK

SEE TRACKWORK
PLANS

1. SEE UTILITY PLANS (U) FOR EXISTING/PROPOSED UTILITIES.

2. SEE STREET LIGHTING PLANS (SL) FOR EXACT LOCATIONS
AND DETAILS.

3. SEE TRAFFIC SIGNAL PLANS (TR) FOR TRAFFIC SIGNAL POLE
AND EQUIPMENT LOCATIONS AND DETAILS.

4. SEE TRACKWORK PLANS (T) FOR TRACK RELATED WORK
INCLUDING GUIDEWAY CURB.

5. SEE DRAINAGE PLANS (D) FOR STORM DRAIN RELATED
WORK.

6. SEE RIGHT-OF-WAY PLANS FOR RIGHT-OF-WAY TAKE AND
TEMPORARY CONSTRUCTION EASEMENTS

7. SEE PLANTING PLANS (L) FOR LANDSCAPE AND
TREE/TREEWELL LOCATIONS. INSTALL 4'X6' TYPE 1 TREE
WELL COVER PER STANDARD PLAN S-450-3.

8. SEE TREE PROTECTION/LANDSCAPE (L) PLANS FOR EXISTING
TREES TO BE REMOVED OR PROTECTED IN PLACE
(PROVIDED BY D/B TEAM).

9. SEE NOTICE TO CONTRACTOR NOTES FOR REMOVAL AND
REINSTALLATION/RELOCATION OF CITY TRANSIT FURNITURE.

11. FOR INSTALLATION OF DETECTABLE WARNING SURFACE AT
CURB RAMPS, SEE LABOE STANDARD PLAN S-442-6.

NOTES:

CONSTRUCTION NOTES:
2 TYPE C INTEGRAL CURB & GUTTER
3 TYPE C INTEGRAL CURB & CONCRETE PAVEMENT
10 CONCRETE DRIVEWAY
12 CONCRETE WALK
13 CURB RAMP
14 ASPHALT CONCRETE PAVEMENT
16 CRUSHED MISCELLANEOUS BASE
26 TREE WELL

CONSTRUCT

EXISTING

REMOVE

REMODEL EXISTING

REMOVE AND CONSTRUCT

WORK BY OTHERS

CONSTRUCTION SYMBOLS:
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 GUIDEWAY CURB DATA TABLE
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Exhibit C: Diagnostic Crossing Meeting Minutes 

(Agreement of Interested Parties) 
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MEETING MINUTES 
 
MEETING SUBJECT: CPUC-ESFV Coordination Meeting #9 

MEETING DATE, TIME: December 9, 2020 at 8:30 am to 10:00 am 

MEETING LOCATION: Teams 

ATTENDEES:  Silvia Aldrete (Metro/Jacobs), Anton Garabetian (CPUC), Bee 
Nilprapa (LADOT), Christabelle Alacar (LADOT), Curtis Tran 
(LADOT), Dain Pankratz (Gannett/BCG), Dat Nguyen (LADOT), 
Matt Freeman (Gannett), Jeannie Shen (LADOT), Vijay Kahwani 
(Metro), Mario Gutierrez (Gannett/Iteris), Mohammad (LABOE), 
Monica Born (Metro), Naree Kim (Gannett/Iteris), Jose Pereyra 
(CPUC), Renee Valderama (Gannett), Vicki Huang (LADOT), 
Matthew Bond (CPUC), Matthew Cervantes (CPUC), Ted Huynh 
(Gannett/Iteris), Ricardo Rivera (LADOT), Steve Artus (CPUC), 

 

1. Project Updates  
• FEIR - has been certified for the 9.2 mile-alignment last week. Metro has also 

decided to do more analysis on the other 2.5 miles Metro ROW on the shared 
corridor. Metro planning team will be working with City of San Fernando and 
Metrolink to come up with what additional analysis needs to be done for this on 
February 2021, present the scope of work and timeline. It is also anticipated that 
the project with get a Record of Decision from FTA next month. 

 
2. Application Package 2 (Ped Crossings) Review 

Discussion on the information provided in the application. 
DB Contractor Info – Noted in the application that if DB contractor wants to change 
design, they will have to go through application process. DB Contractor will determine 
final locations of the backup prevention queue loops. 
- CPUC commented that they and the City needs to be involved in the determination 

of the final design. 
- Gannett Fleming will also support  DB contractor reviews/oversight throughout 

project lifecycle.  
ACTION ITEM 13a: ESFV to update application that CPUC review comments are to be 
resolved. 
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• Metro Orange Line Station/Calvert Street Ped Crossing  

- Ped crossing at Calvert with tactile strips around the station; traffic signal 
controlled, will have walk/don’t walk signs, doesn’t have through traffic. 

- Motorists don’t cross tracks, only pedestrians.  
- Project team discussed south station entrance at Oxnard St., which will be 

simple signal operations and does not cross LRT tracks. 
- City confirmed ped heads are not necessary on station ramp. Pedestrians will 

cross all the way through the intersection. Push buttons to remain at station 
ramps. 

- Verify Traffic controllers at far-side intersection 
- Need to add train Blankout sign facing the platform, and a push button to 

allow pedestrians cross the street coming off of the station platform. Also 
remove walk/don’t walk signs and tactiles that are in the track. 

ACTION ITEM 13b: ESFV to update application to provide a detailed view of the 
station ramp/intersection showing: 

o Correct location of tactile strips and additional fencing/delineators. 

o Train Blankout (Detail “B”) facing pedestrians on ramp and use different 
symbol for Detail “B”  

 

• Roscoe Station Ped Crossing 

- Midblock crossing across both sides of Van Nuys to provide access to Roscoe 
Station. 

- There are ped head signals across Panorama Mall Driveway 
- There are queue loops to the north of the Panorama Mall Driveway, to keep 

motorists going NB on Van Nuys Blvd from stopping at the keep clear area on 
the mall driveway area and from stopping on the crosswalk. 

- See Action Item 13b. 
 

• Nordhoff Station South Ped Crossing 

- Crosses one LRT track and SB Van Nuys Blvd, and provides access the station 
- There are queue loops to keep motorists from backing up across the 

pedestrian crossing 
- See Action Item 13b. 

 
• Nordhoff Station North Ped Crossing 
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- Crosses one LRT track and NB Van Nuys Blvd, providing access to the station, 
mirror situation of the south ped crossing 

- About 300’ from Tupper. Queue loops north to prevent motorist stopping on 
crosswalk. City to decide if one controller or two traffic controllers/phase 
interconnection are needed. 

- See Action Item 13b. 
- ACTION ITEM 13c: To coordinate with City to verify interconnection with N. 

Nordhoff Ped crossing and Tupper (single controller/phasing?). 
 

ACTION ITEMS 

Item # Description Status Date Closed Action For 

1 

Grade Seps - To evaluate each grade separation as 
drawings are completed, but could reduce grade seps 
from 9 to 5 crossings (referring to SR-188 FWY & I-5 
FWY) 

Closed 

(5/29/2020) 
7/13/2020 ESFV/ CPUC 

2 

Ped Xings near San Fernando and Van Nuys - CPUC 
suggested that ped crossings would need further 
reviews. Suggests ped gate, flashers or traffic signal 
walk/don’t walk. 

Open 

(5/29/2020, 
8/10/2020) 

 ESFV/ CPUC 

3 

Paxton St. – To provide traffic study with current 
counts. To discuss current LOS and post-Project LOS, 
Queue Analysis with City/LADOT. 

• 3a: ESFV to continue with single-track ped 
crossing for station access for Paxton and 
Hubbard  
(Similar Foothill Gold Line Phase 2B) 

• 3b. Evaluate additional 5-10-ft of clearance 
between bike path end and pedestrian 
crossing. 

Open 

(5/29/2020, 
7/13/2020, 
10/12/2020) 

 ESFV/ CPUC 

4 

Brand and Maclay Ped Crossings - To further review 
ped crossing treatments such as swing gate and/or 
flashers on station platform and alternate designs 
(Gold Line Foothill Phase 2B as example). 

• 4a: The single-track ped crossing for station 
access has conflicts with existing buildings on 
Brand and Maclay that requires significant 
property acquisition. 

• 4b: To discuss Ped travel directions on shared 
corridor stations (% ped north/south, etc.) 
with Metro environmental team and Cities 

• 4c: To evaluate relocating bike path away 
from shared corridor tracks, onto San 
Fernando, or other locations. 

Open 

(5/29/2020, 
7/13/2020, 
10/12/2020) 

 ESFV/ CPUC 
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ACTION ITEMS 

Item # Description Status Date Closed Action For 

• 4d: To evaluate relocating Maclay station 
east, between Jessie/ Wolf Skill and Brand to 
allow for single track ped crossing and 
additional right-of-way clearance. 

5 
Shared Corridor - CPUC to review shared corridor and 
Van Nuys/San Fernando drawings and provide 
comments prior to next meeting. 

Closed 

(6/29/2020) 
7/13/2020 CPUC 

6 

Shared Corridor - ESFV to provide: 
• Pedestrian patterns,  
• Truck turning templates,  
• Pre-signal visibility (40-ft) and  
• Evaluate line-of-sight with traffic 

signal/flasher visibility (note for final design). 

Open 

(7/13/2020) 
 ESFV 

7 
Maclay and Hubbard - ESFV will evaluate the need for 
bike path crosswalk and discuss z-gates (discuss with 
City). 

Open 

(7/13/2020) 
 ESFV 

8 Maclay Ave - ESFV will evaluate relocating the lane 
reduction striping 

Open 

(7/13/2020) 
 ESFV 

9 Wolfskill and Hubbard - ESFV will evaluate traffic 
signal design for both Truman and San Fernando 

Open 

(7/13/2020) 
 ESFV 

10 
Raymer MSF Yard Leads - Metro/ESFV team asked to 
review crossing closure of Raymer, or Private Crossing 
for Metro and Used Car Dealer. 

Open 

(8/10/2020) 
 Metro 

11 

Keswick MSF Yard Leads - ESFV team to Keswick in-
pavement flashing light, train blank-out, and raised 
pavement parkers. 

• To evaluate in-pavement installation on both sides 
of tracks. 

Open 

(8/10/2020) 
 ESFV 

12 

Diagnostic Evaluations - Schedule grade separation 
diagnostic evaluation (during CPUC biweekly meeting). 

• Application #1 conducted 11/9/2020 (minor 
updates to drawings) 

• Future diagnostic reviews include virtual meeting, 
followed by field visit. 

Open 

(10/26/20) 
Closed ESFV/CPUC 

13 

Package 2 Diagnostic Evaluation - 

• 13a: ESFV to update application that CPUC review 
comments are to be resolved. 

• 13b: ESFV to update application to provide a 
detailed view of the station ramp/intersection 
showing: 

Open 

(12/09/20) 
 ESFV 
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ACTION ITEMS 

Item # Description Status Date Closed Action For 

• Correct location of tactile strips and additional 
fencing/delineators. 

• Train Blankout (Detail “B”) facing pedestrians on 
ramp and use different symbol for Detail “B” 

• 13c: To coordinate with City to verify 
interconnection with N. Nordoff Ped crossing and 
Tupper (single controller/phasing?). 
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Exhibit D: ESFV Project List of Crossings 
 

CPUC 
Application 
Package 

No. Name CPUC 
Crossing No. Station 

1 

1 Metro Orange Line Overpass 84F-0.07-A 10220 
2 Metrolink Overpass 84F-2.22-AT 21540 
3 W. Cabrito Rd Overpass 84F-2.23-A 21590 
4 I-5 Freeway Overpass 84F-5.72-A 40050 

2 

5 Metro Orange Line Station Ped Crossing (Calvert) 84F-0.14-D 10580 
6 Roscoe Station Ped Crossing 84F-3.01-D 25735 
7 Nordhoff St 84F-3.87 30260 
8 Nordhoff Station South Ped Crossing 84F-3.95-D 30700 

3 

9 Metrolink / Van Nuys Station North Ped Crossing 84F-2.09-D 20860 
10 Keswick St 84F-2.12 21020 
11 Arminta St 84F-2.33 22160 

 Raymer St (Private) 84F-2.14-X 21080 

4 

12 Sylvan St 84F-0.35 11700 
13 Kittridge St 84F-0.77 13890 
14 Valerio St 84F-1.74 19020 
15 Lanark St 84F-2.64 23800 
16 Chase St 84F-3.12 26300 
17 Plummer St 84F-4.37 32900 

5 

18 Victory Blvd 84F-0.49 12420 
19 Saticoy St 84F-1.99 20350 
20 Roscoe Blvd 84F-2.89 25110 
21 Parthenia St/ Vesper 84F-3.29 27200 

6 

22 Vanowen St 84F-0.99 15070 
23 Vanowen S. Station Ped Crossing 84F-1.03-D 15260 
24 Vanowen N. Station Ped Crossing 84F-1.14-D 15860 
25 Vose St 84F-1.31 16730 
26 Sherman Way S. Ped Crossing 84F-1.31-D 16730 
27 Sherman Way N. Ped Crossing 84F-1.43-D 17400 
28 Sherman Way 84F-1.49 17710 
29 Tupper St 84F-4.12 31570 
30 N. Woodman Station / Canterbury Crossing 84F-4.96D 35950 

7 

31 N. Parthenia St 84F-3.41 27850 
32 Woodman Ave 84F-4.72 34750 
33 Woodman Station South Ped Crossing 84F-4.81-D 35220 
34 Beachy Ave 84F-5.19 37250 
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CPUC 
Application 
Package 

No. Name CPUC 
Crossing No. Station 

35 Arleta Ave 84F-5.45 38600 
36 Bartee Ave 84F-5.57 39230 
37 Laurel Canyon Blvd 84F-5.94 41220 
38 Laurel Canyon Station South Ped Crossing 84F-6.03-D 41660 
39 Laurel Canyon Station North Ped Crossing (Omelveny Ave) 84F-6.13-D 42200 
40 Kewen Ave 84F-6.32 43200 

8 
41 El Dorado Ave 84F-6.58 44600 
42 S. Van Nuys Station Ped Crossing 84F-6.63-D 44850 
43 N. Van Nuys Station Ped Crossing 84F-6.72-D 45310 
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Exhibit E: Metro/ City of LA Master Cooperative 
Agreement 
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Exhibit F: The Final Environmental Impact Statement 

/Final Environmental Impact Report/ (FEIS/FEIR) 

and DEIS/DEIR legal description (SCH#2013021064) 
 

Due to the size of this report, the FEIS/FEIR and DEIS/DEIR is submitted as a 

separate attachment in the format of plastic discs. 

 

The format of the original FEIS/FEIR and 

DEIS/DEIR report on disc is an Archival-Grade DVD. 

 

The format of FEIS/FEIR and DEIS/DEIR copies 

thereof are included in six (6) CD-ROMs. 

 

The FEIS/FEIR and DEIS/DEIR discs are separately 

presented for filing in individual manila envelopes along 

with reference to the application. 
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NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY 
FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (FEIS/FEIR) 
FOR EAST SAN FERNANDO VALLEY LIGHT RAIL 

PROJECT 
 

In support of this Application, the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation 

Authority (LACMTA) submitted the Final Environmental Impact Study/Final Environmental 

Impact Report (FEIS/FEIR) for the East San Fernando Valley Light Rail Transit Project 

(Project) as a separate attachment on CPUC E-File System. 

Pursuant to Rule 1.9(d) of the CPUC Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure, 

LACMTA is issuing this Notice of Availability (NOA). The NOA is being provided to interested 

stakeholders for this application; see the Certificate of Service.  

The FEIS/FEIR to the Application is available at the following URLs: 

 

https://www.metro.net/projects/east-sfv/final-eiseir/ 

 

https://www.dropbox.com/s/skh41exvlw587dh/East%20San%20Fernando%20Valley%2

0Transit%20Corridor%20Project%20FEIS-FEIR.pdf?dl=0 
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Exhibit G: NEPA Record of Decision (ROD) 

 

  



 

 

RECORD OF DECISION 
FOR THE 

LOS ANGELES COUNTY METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION AUTORITY 
 EAST SAN FERNANDO VALLEY TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT, 

LOS ANGELES COUNTY, CALIFORNIA 
BY THE 

FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION 
 

Decision 

The Federal Transit Administration (FTA), pursuant to Title 23 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations (CFR) Part 771 and Title 40 CFR Parts 1500-1508, has determined that the 
requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969 and related federal 
environmental statutes, regulations, and executive orders have been satisfied for the Los Angeles 
&RXQW\�0HWURSROLWDQ�7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ�$XWKRULW\¶V��/$&07$��East San Fernando Valley Transit 
Corridor Project (Project) located in Los Angeles County, California.  

This Record of Decision (ROD) applies to the at-grade light rail transit (LRT) modified 
Alternative 4, also identified as the Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA), which was described 
and evaluated in the East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Project Final Environmental 
Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIS/FEIR), dated September 2020.  
FTA served as the federal lead agency under NEPA and LACMTA served as the lead agency 
under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).  

LACMTA may seek financial assistance from FTA for the Project DQG�FDUU\�RXW�WKH�3URMHFW¶V�
engineering and construction (design-build).  The East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor 
Project consists of the design, construction, and future operation of a light rail transit (LRT) 
system that would operate over 9.2 miles along Van Nuys Boulevard (6.7 miles) and within 
LACMTA owned rail right-of-way (2.5 miles) located in Los Angeles County.  The LACMTA 
may phase the Project and construct the 6.7-mile segment along Van Nuys Boulevard as an 
Initial Operating Segment (IOS).  If FTA provides financial assistance for final design and 
construction of the Project, FTA will require that LACMTA design and construct the Project as 
presented in the FEIS/FEIR and in the ROD.  Any proposed change must be evaluated in 
accordance with   23 CFR Section 771.129-130 and FTA must approve the change before the 
agency requesting the change can proceed. 

Background 

The LACMTA in cooperation with the FTA, has proposed a Project to establish rail transit 
service along Van Nuys Boulevard and the LACMTA-owned railroad right-of-way within Los 
Angeles County, California.  The Project would consist of a 9.2-mile, at-grade LRT with 14 
stations.  The Project would include construction of a new Maintenance and Storage Facility 
(MSF) site located on the west side of Van Nuys Boulevard on approximately 25 acres in the 
area bounded by Keswick Street on the south, Raymer Street on the east and north, and the 
Pacoima Wash on the west.  The LRT would be powered by electrified overhead lines and would 
travel 2.5 miles along the LACMTA-owned right-of-way used by the Antelope Valley Metrolink 
line and Union Pacific Railroad from the Sylmar/San Fernando Metrolink Station south to      



 

 

Van Nuys Boulevard.  As the Project approaches Van Nuys Boulevard, it would transition to and 
operate in a median dedicated guideway along Van Nuys Boulevard for approximately 6.7 miles 
south to the Metro G Line (formerly known as the Orange Line) Van Nuys Station.  Additional 
details regarding the Project characteristics, components, and facilities are discussed further 
below within the Description of the Project section of this ROD.  The proposed Project is funded 
by LACMTA, with the use of local and state funding sources, and is therefore subject to state 
environmental review requirements.  Additionally, since LACMTA may seek federal funding for 
the Project in the future, it is subject to federal environmental review.  Project documentation, 
therefore, has been prepared in compliance with both the CEQA and the NEPA.  

The Project study area has a high population density and large transit-dependent population who 
rely on transit for daily transportation, including commuting.  Continued population growth will 
increase the demand for transit service and result in additional roadway congestion adversely 
affecting air quality and bus transit service and performance. 

In order to address these mobility challenges and needs, the Project has been developed with the 
following purposes: 

z Improve mobility in the eastern San Fernando Valley by introducing an improved north-
south transit connection between key transit hubs/routes; 

z Provide new service and/or infrastructure that improves passenger mobility and enhances 
transit accessibility/connectivity for residents within the project study area to local and 
regional destinations and activity centers; 

z Provide more reliable transit service within the eastern San Fernando Valley; 

z Increase transit service efficiency (speeds and passenger throughput) in the project study 
area;  

z Provide additional transit options in an area with a large transit-dependent population, 
including the disabled, and high-transit ridership;  

z Encourage modal shift to transit in the eastern San Fernando Valley, thereby improving 
air quality; and 

z Make transit service more environmentally beneficial through reductions in greenhouse 
gas emissions in the project study area. 

 

  



 

 

Planning For The Project 

The Project is the outcome of prior studies that have evaluated transportation needs within the 
East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor study area for more than 15 years.  In 2000, the 
California State Legislature made funds available through a Traffic Congestions Relief Program 
(TCRP) for the LACMTA to develop a north±south corridor bus transit project that interfaces 
with  an east±west Burbank-Chandler corridor project and a Ventura Boulevard Metro Rapid Bus 
Project. 

In May 2003, the LACMTA Board advanced the San Fernando Valley North/South Transit 
&RUULGRU¶V��5HJLRQDO�6LJQLILFDQW�Transportation Investment Study (RSTIS). The RSTIS 
recommended a series of bus efficiency improvements on five north/south corridors, including 
on Reseda Boulevard, Sepulveda Boulevard, Van Nuys Boulevard, and Lankershim 
Boulevard/San Fernando Road in the San Fernando Valley; and adjacent to the Canoga Avenue 
corridor in the west San Fernando Valley. The corridor is located on a former rail right-of-way 
jointly owned by LACMTA and the City of Los Angeles. LACMTA environmentally cleared 
that corridor, and construction was completed on the Metro G Line (formerly the Orange Line) 
Canoga Extension Project in July 2012. 

In March 2010, the Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT) completed a bus speed 
improvement study for the four eastern San Fernando Valley north/south transit corridors ± 
Reseda, Sepulveda, Van Nuys, and Lankershim/San Fernando.  The study recommended a range 
of near-term, mid-term, and long-term bus speed and service improvements, including a new 
interlined bus service for Van Nuys, signal timing adjustments, traffic striping improvements, 
street widenings, concrete bus pads, bridge widening, bus stop relocations, transit station 
enhancements, and a median busway on Van Nuys Boulevard.  

In April 2010, the Los Angeles City Council approved WKH�VWXG\¶V�UHFRPPHQGDWLRQV�DQG�GLUHFWHG�
LADOT to: 1) work with LACMTA to develop a scope, schedule, and budget for environmental 
clearance and public outreach for the three phases of the East San Fernando Valley North/South 
Rapidways Project; 2) include three busway alternatives for the Van Nuys corridor between 
Burbank Boulevard and Plummer Street (median busway, median busway with grade separations 
at major streets, and median busway with grade separations and a tunnel segment between the 
Metro G Line and Vanowen Street); and 3) work with LACMTA to develop a scope, schedule, 
and budget for an Alternatives Analysis (AA) of expanded north±south rail service in the San 
Fernando Valley. 

In 2011, LACMTA initiated the Alternatives Analysis, (AA) Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement/Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIS/DEIR) phase of the Project to develop and 
evaluate transit alternatives in the eastern San Fernando Valley corridor.  Ultimately, during the 
AA phase, 26 project alternatives were narrowed down to six that addressed project goals and 
corridor needs.  The focus of the outreach program during the AA phase was to increase project 
awareness and initiate public participation in the multi-phased project development process. 
Public participation during this phase assisted in the refinement of alternatives.   

 



 

 

Throughout the Alternatives Analysis phase, a total of 14 early scoping meetings, including 11 
community meetings and three elected official briefings, were held between October 6, 2011 and 
October 9, 2012.  A total of 175 attendees, representing a cross section of the project area 
communities, participated in the early scoping meetings held in 2011 through 2012 

Public review of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Draft Environmental Impact Report 
(DEIS/DEIR) prepared for the Project began on September 1, 2017 and ended on October 30, 
2017.  Five Public Hearings were held during the public review period to receive oral and written 
comments on the DEIS/DEIR.  The Public Hearings were held along the corridor in the Cities of 
Los Angeles and San Fernando.  

The FEIS/FEIR for the Project was published in the Federal Register for review on            
October 2, 2020 and the comment period ended on November 2, 2020.  The comment period was 
subsequently extended another 15 days to November 17, 2020.  Online, virtual public 
information meetings were held on October 14, 2020 and October 26, 2020 at 4:30 pm and     
6:00 pm, respectively.  

Alternatives Considered 

As a result of the alternatives screening process and feedback received during the public scoping 
period, six NEPA and CEQA alternatives were developed and considered in the DEIS/DEIR: a 
No-Build Alternative, a Transportation Systems Management (TSM) Alternative, two Bus Rapid 
Transit (BRT) alternatives, and two rail alternatives. 

No Build Alternative. The No-Build Alternative represents projected conditions in 2040 without 
implementation of the Project.  No new transportation infrastructure would be built within the 
project study area, aside from related transportation projects that are currently under construction 
or funded for construction and operation by 2040.  These projects include highway and transit 
projects funded by Measure R and Measure M, as well as projects specified in the current 
constrained element of the LACMTA Long Range Transportation Plan and the 2016 Southern 
California Association of Governments Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities 
Strategy.  

TSM Alternative. The TSM Alternative proposes enhancements to the existing transit system and 
would focus on relatively low-cost, efficient, and feasible transit service improvements and 
transportation systems upgrades, such as increased bus frequencies and minor modifications to 
the roadway network.  Additional transit improvements that would be considered under the TSM 
Alternative include, but are not limited to, traffic signalization improvements, bus stop 
amenities/improvements, and bus schedule restructuring.  

BRT Alternatives. Two BRT alternatives (Alternatives 1 and 2 in the DEIS/DEIR) were 
considered, a Curb-Running BRT Alternative and a Median-Running BRT Alternative.  Under 
the Curb-Running BRT Alternative, buses would operate in the curb lane for 2.5 miles along San 
Fernando Road and Truman Street between the Sylmar/San Fernando Metrolink station on the 
north and Van Nuys Boulevard on the south.  For a distance of 6.7 miles from San Fernando 
Road on the north to the Metro G Line (formerly the Orange Line) to the south, the existing curb 
lanes along Van Nuys Boulevard would be converted to dedicated bus lanes.   



 

 

The Curb-Running BRT Alternative would operate in dedicated bus lanes, sharing the lanes with 
bicycles and right-turning vehicles.  The Median-Running BRT Alternative would operate in 
mixed-flow traffic for 2.5 miles between the Sylmar/San Fernando Metrolink Station and Van 
Nuys Boulevard. Between San Fernando Road and the Metro G Line, the Median-Running BRT 
Alternative would operate in dedicated median-running bus lanes along Van Nuys Boulevard.  

Rail Alternatives. Two rail alternatives were considered (Alternatives 3 and 4 in the 
DEIS/DEIR), a Low-Floor LRT/Tram Alternative, and an LRT Alternative. Both the Low-Floor 
LRT/Tram Alternative and LRT Alternative would operate along a 9.2-mile route from the 
Sylmar/San Fernando Metrolink Station on the north to the Metro G Line Van Nuys Station on 
the south.  Between the Sylmar/San Fernando Metrolink Station and Wolfskill Street, the Low-
Floor LRT/Tram Alternative would operate in a median dedicated guideway.  From Wolfskill 
Street to the intersection of San Fernando Road/Van Nuys Boulevard, the Low-Floor LRT/Tram 
Alternative would operate in mixed-flow traffic lanes on San Fernando Road.  From San 
Fernando Road to the Metro G Line Van Nuys Station, the Low-Floor LRT/Tram Alternative 
would operate in a semi-exclusive right-of-way for 6.7 miles in what is now the median of Van 
Nuys Boulevard.  Twenty-eight stations would be provided under this alternative that would 
serve the Cities of San Fernando and Los Angeles, including the communities of Pacoima, 
Arleta, Panorama City, and Van Nuys.  The LRT Alternative would travel 2.5 miles along the 
LACMTA-owned right-of-way used by the Antelope Valley Metrolink line and Union Pacific 
Railroad from the Sylmar/San Fernando Metrolink Station south to Van Nuys Boulevard where 
it would curve and continue south in a semi-exclusive right-of-way in the median along Van 
Nuys Boulevard 6.7 miles to the Metro G Line Van Nuys Station.  The 9.2-mile LRT Alternative 
would operate at grade with the exception of an underground segment beneath Van Nuys 
Boulevard from just north of Parthenia Street south to Hart Street. Fourteen stations would be 
provided under the LRT Alternative.  Both the Low-Floor LRT/Tram and LRT Alternatives 
would require a number of additional elements to support vehicle operations, including an 
overhead contact system, traction power substations, communications and signaling buildings, 
and a Maintenance and Storage Facility. 

On June 28, 2018 the LACMTA Board of Directors formally identified a modified version of 
DEIS/DEIR Alternative 4-LRT as the Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA).  The LPA eliminated 
the 2.5-mile subway portion of Alternative 4 in favor of an entirely at-grade alignment.  The 
subway was eliminated because it would be very expensive, have significant construction 
impacts including right-of-way acquisitions, and would result in little time savings compared 
with a fully at-grade alignment.  The factors that were considered by Metro in identifying a 
modified version of Alternative 4 as the LPA included: the greater capacity of LRT compared to 
the Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) alternatives, the LPA could be constructed in less time and at 
reduced cost compared to the DEIS/DEIR Alternative 4, would result in fewer construction 
impacts compared to DEIS/DEIR Alternative 4, and strong community support for a rail 
alternative.  The LACMTA Board of Directors based its selection of the LPA upon the data 
presented in the DEIS/DEIR, as well as comments received from agencies and individuals during 
the public review period. 

  



 

 

Environmentally Preferable Alternative  

7KH�³HQYLURQPHQWDOO\�SUHIHUDEOH�DOWHUQDWLYH´�LV�WKH�DOWHUQDWLYH�UHTXLUHG�E\����&)5�3DUW�
1505.2(a)(2) to be identified that causes the least damage to the biological and physical 
environment and best protects, preserves, and enhances historical, cultural, and natural resources. 

FTA determined that the LPA is the environmentally preferable alternative when the alternatives 
were weighted and balanced in terms of their environmental effects.  The LPA would result in 
unavoidable adverse effects after implementation of mitigation measures in the following 
resource areas:  traffic and bicycle facilities, land use, community and neighborhood, visual and 
aesthetics, noise, safety and security, and parklands and community facilities.  However, the 
locally preferred alternative would also result in long-term operational benefits including 
increased transit ridership, decreased regional vehicle-miles traveled, reduced regional criteria 
pollutant emissions, and decreased greenhouse gas emissions. LACMTA will continue to consult 
and coordinate with local agencies throughout the final Design Phase for appropriate mitigation 
as needed. In addition, the LPA would increase transit system connectivity in the Los Angeles 
County region, improve transit reliability, and improve access to San Fernando Valley 
employment opportunities.  This would benefit environmental justice populations who live and 
work near the corridor.  

The No Build alternative would lack the environmental benefits and transportation benefits of 
the ESFVTC LPA.  The No Build alternative would result in greater traffic congestion, 
especially on the Van Nuys corridor, resulting in longer travel times.  Therefore, in consideration 
of the damage to the physical environment and the long-term benefits to environmental 
resources, particularly air quality, the ESFVTC LPA is the environmentally preferably 
alternative.  

Description of the Project 

The Project, i.e., the LPA, consists of a 9.2-mile, at- grade LRT with 14 stations.  Under the 
Project, the LRT would be powered by electrified overhead lines and would travel 2.5 miles 
along the LACMTA-owned right-of-way used by the Antelope Valley Metrolink line and Union 
Pacific Railroad from the Sylmar/San Fernando Metrolink Station south to Van Nuys Boulevard.  
As the Project approaches Van Nuys Boulevard, it would transition to and operate in a median 
dedicated guideway in the median of Van Nuys Boulevard for approximately 6.7 miles south to 
the Metro G Line Van Nuys Station.  The Project would include 14 stations.  Maintenance and 
Storage Facility (MSF) Option B would be constructed as the preferred MSF site located on the 
west side of Van Nuys Boulevard on approximately 25 acres is bounded by Keswick Street on 
the south, Raymer Street on the east and north, and the Pacoima Wash on the west.  The Project 
is anticipated to operate with a 6-minute peak and 12-minute off-peak headways when it opens 
and is projected to operate at 5-minute peak and 10-minute off-peak once ridership begins to 
increase.  Additional details regarding the Project characteristics, components, and facilities are 
discussed below. 

In addition, to ensure the objectives of the project were met in a timely manner and to avoid 
delays due to the timing of funding availability, LACMTA proposed constructing the LPA in 
two phases, an Initial Operating Segment (IOS) or Phase 1, which consists of the portion of the 



 

 

LPA alignment along Van Nuys Boulevard, and Phase 2, which includes the northern 2.5-mile 
segment of the LPA along the LACMTA owned railroad right-of-way.  Accordingly, the IOS 
phasing was included in this FEIS/FEIR to enable LACMTA to realize potential cost savings, 
which would not otherwise occur under the LPA. 

Vehicles 

LRT vehicles would be similar to those currently used throughout the existing LACMTA LRT 
system.  LACMTA¶V�/57�V\VWHP�LV�GHVLJQHG�WR�DFFRPPRGDWH�WUDLQV�ZLWK�XS�WR�WKUHH����-foot 
rail cars, for a total train length of 270 feet.  Although LRT vehicles can operate at speeds of up 
to 65 mph in an exclusive guideway, operating at-grade along Van Nuys Boulevard, they would 
not exceed the posted speed limit of the adjacent roadway, which is 35 mph.  The Project 
assumes a maximum speed of 65 mph when traveling within the LACMTA right-of-way 
adjacent to San Fernando Road.  LRT vehicles could carry approximately 230 seated passengers 
and up to 400 passengers when standing passengers are included.  The LRT train sets would be 
FRQILJXUHG�ZLWK�D�GULYHU¶V�FDE�DW�HLWKHU�HQG��VLPLODU�WR�RWKHr LACMTA light rail trains, allowing 
them to run in either direction without the need to turn around at the termini. 

Alignment  

The Project alignment would have two tracks and would be fully separated from automobile 
traffic, except at signalized intersections or controlled at-grade crossings.  Along and just east of 
San Fernando Road, from the Sylmar/San Fernando Metrolink Station south to Van Nuys 
Boulevard, the alignment would be located within the existing LACMTA-owned right-of-way 
currently used by Metrolink and Union Pacific Railroad.  Metrolink and Union Pacific Railroad 
would continue to use a separate dedicated track.  

From the intersection of San Fernando Road and Van Nuys Boulevard to the Metro G Line, the 
Project would operate in a semi-exclusive right-of-way in what is currently the median of Van 
Nuys Boulevard.  The train would operate at prevailing traffic speeds and would be controlled by 
train signals that would coordinate with the traffic signals. 

Stations 

Stations would be constructed at approximately 3/4-mile intervals along the entire route. There 
would be 14 stations. The following stations are proposed under the Project: 

1. Sylmar/San Fernando Metrolink Station 
2. Maclay Station 
3. Paxton Station 
4. Van Nuys/San Fernando Station 
5. Laurel Canyon Station 
6. Arleta Station 
7. Woodman Station 

8. Nordhoff Station 
9. Roscoe Station 
10. Van Nuys Metrolink Station 
11. Sherman Way Station 
12. Vanowen Station 
13. Victory Station 
14. Metro G Line Van Nuys Station

 

  



 

 

The proposed stations would have designs consistent with the Metro Rail Design Criteria 
(MRDC), including directive and standard drawings.  Stations would be Americans with 
Disabilities Act (ADA) compliant, including compliance with the requirements pertaining to rail 
platforms, rail station signs, public address systems, clocks, escalators, and track crossings, as 
described in Sections 8.10.5, 8.10.6, 8.10.7, 8.10.8, 8.10.9, and 8.10.10 of the 2010 ADA 
standards.  

Common elements would include signage, maps, fixtures, furnishings, lighting, and 
communications equipment.  All stations are proposed to have center platforms, allowing 
passengers to access trains traveling in either direction.  Typically, at-grade station platforms are 
270 feet long (to accommodate three-car trains), 39 inches high (to allow level boarding and full 
accessibility, in compliance with the ADA), and minimum 12.2 feet wide for side platforms to 16 
feet wide for center platform stations.  

Canopies at the LRT stations would be approximately 13 feet high and would incorporate 
directional station lighting to enhance safety.  Stations would include seating elements and 
contain ticket vending machines, variable message signs, route maps, and fare gates, as well as 
the name and location of the LRT station.  In addition, LACMTA is moving to a fare gate 
system and such a system would be integrated into station design as appropriate.  

Stations would also include bicycle parking and bike lockers at or near stations, as feasible.  In 
addition, signage and safety and security equipment, such as closed-circuit televisions, public 
announcement systems, passenger assistance telephones, and variable message signs (providing 
real-time information), would be part of the amenities.  

Supporting Facilities 

The Project would require a number of additional elements to support vehicle operations, 
including an Overhead Contact System (OCS), Traction Power Substations (TPSS), 
communications and signaling buildings, and a Maintenance and Storage Facility (MSF). 

Maintenance and Storage Facility 

The Project would include construction of a new MSF, which would provide secure storage of 
the LRT vehicles when they are not in operation, and regular light maintenance to keep them 
clean and in good operating condition as well as heavy maintenance.  

MSF Option B, as described in the DEIS/DEIR, was identified as the locally preferred site by the 
LACMTA Board. The MSF site would be approximately 25 acres in size.  The MSF would be 
located on the west side of Van Nuys Boulevard and would be bounded by Keswick Street on the 
south, Raymer Street on the east and north, and the Pacoima Wash on the west.  Access to the 
facility would be via two turnout tracks on the west side of the alignment. A northbound turnout 
would be located in the vicinity of Saticoy Street.  A southbound turnout would be located in the 
vicinity of Keswick Street.  



 

 

The MSF would accommodate both operational and administrative functions.  The MSF would 
accommodate all levels of vehicle service and maintenance (i.e., progressive maintenance, 
scheduled maintenance, unscheduled repairs, warrantee service, and limited heavy maintenance) 
in addition to storage space for vehicles.  The typical MSF would provide interior and exterior 
vehicle cleaning, sanding, and inspection areas; maintenance and repair shops; storage yards for 
vehicles; and storage areas for materials, tools, and spare vehicle parts.  The storage yard would 
be the point of origin and termination for daily service.  

7KH�06)�ZRXOG�VHUYH�DV�WKH�³KRPH�EDVH´�IRU�WKH�RSHUDWRUV��6SDFH�ZRXOG�EH�SURYLGHG�IRU�VWDII�
offices, dispatcher workstations, employee break rooms and/or lunchrooms, operator areas with 
lockers, showers and restrooms, and employee and visitor parking. 

The MSF would include collision/body repair areas, enclosed paint booths, and wheel truing (the 
profiling of wheels to ensure the proper wheel to rail interface) machines.  The MSF would also 
include maintenance-of-way, signals and communications, and traction power functions that 
would be housed in separate and smaller buildings. 

The MSF site would accommodate the maximum number of LRT vehicles required for service 
and also allow for future expansion of transit service and vehicle maintenance and storage.  

Overhead Contact System  

The overhead contact system (OCS) is a network of overhead wires that distributes electricity to 
tram or light rail vehicles.  An OCS would include steel poles placed within the right-of-way to 
support the overhead wires above the light rail vehicles.  $�WHOHVFRSLQJ�SDQWRJUDSK�RU�³DUP´�RQ�
the roof of LRT vehicles would slide along the underside of the contact wire and deliver electric 
power to the vehicles.  The OCS poles would be approximately 30 feet tall and typically located 
every 90 to 170 feet between the two tracks or in some locations where street width dictates, may 
be on the sidewalk.  

Traction Power Substations 

The Traction Power Substations (TPSS) are electrical substations that would be typically placed 
at approximate ¾ mile intervals.  The LRT vehicles would be powered by approximately 14 
TPSS units (including one at the MSF), which would be spaced relatively evenly along the 
alignment to provide direct current to the LRT vehicles.  The TPSS would be located at points 
along the alignment where maximum power draw is expected (such as at stations and on 
inclines).  In the event that one TPSS needs to be taken offline, the LRT vehicles would continue 
to operate.  The MSF would also have its own designated TPSS.  

  



 

 

Communications and Signaling Buildings 

Communications and signaling buildings that contain train control and communications 
equipment would be located at each station, crossover, and at-grade crossing.  

Operations 

The proposed LRT is anticipated to operate with a 6-minute peak and 12-minute off-peak 
headways when it opens and is projected to operate at 5-minute peak and 10-minute off-peak 
once ridership begins to increase.  Adjacent and connecting bus lines would be evaluated and 
headways would be revised depending upon train schedule and demand.  

Parking Loss and Travel Lane Loss 

Parking Loss 

With implementation of the Project, all curbside parking would be prohibited along Van Nuys 
Boulevard.  

Travel Lane Loss 

The number of travel lanes on Van Nuys Boulevard would be reduced from three to two lanes in 
each direction for the segment between the Metro G Line and Parthenia Street.  North of that 
point, the Project would maintain two existing travel lanes in each direction to Laurel Canyon 
Boulevard and the existing one northbound lane and two southbound lanes along Van Nuys 
Boulevard from Laurel Canyon Boulevard to San Fernando Road.  

Turning Restrictions 

Left turns from Van Nuys Boulevard onto cross streets would be maintained at most of the 
currently signalized intersections where the LRT would be running in the median.  All crossings 
of the alignment would be controlled by a traffic signal.  Motorists who desire to make a left turn 
where it is no longer allowed would have to make a U-turn at a signalized left-turn location or 
choose a route that would allow them to use a signalized cross street. 

Under the Project, the intersections with turning restrictions is refined as follows: 

z Pinney Street & San Fernando Road 
(Closed via a cul de sac); 

z Van Nuys Boulevard & El Dorado 
Avenue (southbound left only); 

z Van Nuys Boulevard & Tamarack 
Avenue; 

z Van Nuys Boulevard & Telfair 
Avenue; 

z Van Nuys Boulevard & Cayuga 
Avenue; 

z Van Nuys Boulevard & Oneida 
Avenue; 



 

 

z Van Nuys Boulevard & Haddon 
Avenue; 

z Van Nuys Boulevard & Omelveny 
Avenue; 

z Van Nuys Boulevard & Amboy 
Avenue; 

z Van Nuys Boulevard & Rincon 
Avenue; 

z Van Nuys Boulevard & Remick 
Avenue; 

z Van Nuys Boulevard & Vena 
Avenue; 

z Van Nuys Boulevard & Bartee 
Avenue (northbound left only); 

z Van Nuys Boulevard & Lev Avenue; 

z Van Nuys Boulevard & Arleta 
Avenue (southbound left only); 

z Van Nuys Boulevard & Beachy 
Avenue (southbound left only and 
pedestrian crossings); 

z Van Nuys Boulevard & Canterbury 
Avenue; 

z Van Nuys Boulevard & Woodman 
Avenue (southbound left only); 

z Van Nuys Boulevard & Vesper 
Avenue (northbound left only); 

z Van Nuys Boulevard & Novice 
Street; 

z Van Nuys Boulevard & Gledhill 
Street; 

z Van Nuys Boulevard & Vincennes 
Street; 

z Van Nuys Boulevard & Osborne 
Street; 

z Van Nuys Boulevard & Rayen 
Street; 

z Van Nuys Boulevard & Parthenia 
Street (southbound left only); 

z Van Nuys Boulevard & Lorne Street; 

z Van Nuys Boulevard & Blythe 
Street; 

z Van Nuys Boulevard & Michaels 
Street; 

z Van Nuys Boulevard & Keswick 
Street (southbound left only); 

z Van Nuys Boulevard & Covello 
Street; 

z Van Nuys Boulevard & Wyandotte 
Street; 

z Van Nuys Boulevard & Gault Street 
(pedestrian crossing only); Van Nuys 
Boulevard & Hart Street; 

z Van Nuys Boulevard & Hartland 
Street (pedestrian crossing only); 

z Van Nuys Boulevard & Archwood 
Street; 

z Van Nuys Boulevard & Haynes 
Street; 

z Van Nuys Boulevard and Hamlin 
Street; 



 

 

z Van Nuys Boulevard & Gilmore 
Street;  

z Van Nuys Boulevard & Friar Street; 

z Van Nuys Boulevard & Erwin 
Street; 

z Van Nuys Boulevard & Delano 
Street; 

z Van Nuys Boulevard & Calvert 
Street; and 

z Van Nuys Boulevard & Bessemer 
Street.



 

 

 

Bicycle Facilities 

When feasible, bicycle parking would be provided at or near LACMTA stations, as required by 
MRDC.  The existing bike lanes, which extend approximately two miles north along Van Nuys 
Boulevard from Parthenia Street to Beachy Avenue and from Laurel Canyon Boulevard to San 
Fernando Road, would be removed due to right-of-way constraints.  

The City of Los Angeles constructed a bicycle path within the LACMTA¶V�UDLOURDG�ULJKW-of-way 
parallel to San Fernando Road.  This existing Class I bike path would remain in place except in 
the City of San Fernando where the bike path would be relocated east in order to accommodate 
the relocated single Metrolink/UPRR track.  The LACMTA right-of-way is generally wide 
enough to allow the bicycle path to remain alongside a pair of LRT tracks and relocated track for 
Metrolink and the Union Pacific Railroad, though some partial takes of adjacent properties 
would be required in the City of San Fernando.  

Accessibility 

Pedestrian Access 

There would be a pedestrian overcrossing or undercrossing at the Sylmar/San Fernando 
Metrolink Station from the LRT platform to the Metrolink platform.  For other pedestrian 
crossings along the LACMTA right-of-way, the crossings would be controlled by pedestrian 
gates. 

All current crosswalks at signal-controlled intersections would be maintained. Between the 
signalized intersections, a barrier would be installed to prevent uncontrolled pedestrian crossings, 
as is LACMTA¶V�FXUUHQW�SUDFWLFH�RQ�LWV�PHGLDQ-running LRT lines.  Pedestrians would be 
required to walk to a signalized location to cross Van Nuys Boulevard.  LRT passengers would 
reach the median station platforms from crosswalks at signalized intersections. 

Vehicular Access 

Vehicular access along Van Nuys Boulevard that would cross the LRT alignment would be 
limited to signalized crossings.  All other streets or driveways would become right turns into and 
out of Van Nuys Boulevard. 

Right-of-Way 

Construction of the Project (MSF, stations, tracks, and TPSS) would require 100 property 
acquisitions, which includes 68 full acquisitions, 30 partial acquisitions, one LACMTA-owned 
property, and one vacant alley.  Most of the acquisitions that would be required are commercial 
or industrial properties though up to four acquisitions of single-family residences could also be 
required.  

 



 

 

 

The LACMTA is the owner and operator of a mostly 100-foot-wide railroad right-of-way 
through the Pacoima community, City of San Fernando, and Sylmar community that currently 
has a single track down the center of the corridor, with some sidings, and a bike path.  The track 
is operated by the Southern California Regional Rail Authority for Metrolink commuter rail 
service and is also utilized by the Union Pacific Railroad.  Within the Pacoima community of the 
City of Los Angeles, the 100-foot width could accommodate two LRT tracks, one commuter and 
freight rail track, and the existing bike path.  To provide sufficient room for the LRT tracks, the 
existing single rail track would be removed from the center of the corridor and replaced with a 
VLQJOH�WUDFN�DORQJ�WKH�FRUULGRU¶V�HDVWHUQ�HGJH�WR�VHUYH�FRPPXWHU�DQG�IUHLJKW�UDLO�RSHUDWLRQV�  The 
right-of-way could accommodate a center platform LRT station near Paxton Street and Maclay 
Avenue.  

At the Pacoima Wash, north of SR-118, a pair of new bridges would be needed, one for the LRT 
tracks, and the other for the commuter/freight rail track.  These bridges would lie alongside the 
existing San Fernando Road Bridge and the newly constructed bike path bridge. The available 
right-of-way within the City of San Fernando is relatively narrow.  From Jesse/Wolfskill Street 
to a point approximately 1,000 feet north of Maclay Avenue, the right-of-way widths generally 
range from 60 feet to 80 feet.  As a consequence, property acquisitions would most likely be 
required to construct the Project within this stretch of the project alignment because of the 
relatively constrained existing right-of-way.  Acquisition of properties would also be required for 
the placement of the TPSS units at approximately ¾-mile intervals along the alignment, as well 
as at the San Fernando Road and Van Nuys Boulevard intersection.  

Gated LRT Grade Crossings 

For the portion of the Project alignment within the LACMTA-owned railroad right-of-way, the 
grade crossings at Paxton Street, Wolfskill Street, Brand Boulevard, Maclay Avenue, and 
Hubbard Avenue would be controlled by traditional vehicular crossing gates.  The current single-
track crossings would become three.  

There would be pedestrian gates for at-grade street crossings, in addition to the traditional 
vehicular crossing gates that exist at Paxton Street, Wolfskill Street, Brand Boulevard, Maclay 
Avenue, and Hubbard Avenue. 

There would also be left-turn lane gates, where feasible, at signalized intersections along Van 
Nuys Boulevard where left turns are permitted across the LRT dedicated guideway.  The gates 
would be activated whenever a train approaches the intersection to enhance safety at these 
locations.  

Basis for Decision  

The FTA weighed the ability of project alternatives to meet the purpose and need, the 
environmental effects of the alternatives, and the comments from the public agencies.  The FTA 
has reviewed the public and agency comments on the DEIS/DEIR, FEIS/FEIR, and the 
transcripts of the hearings. Attachment B to this ROD includes a summary of comments received 
on the FEIS/FEIR and responses to comments during the public circulation period.   



 

 

 

Based on these factors, the FTA has determined that the Project meets the purpose and need of 
the proposed action as outlined in Chapter 1 of the FEIS/FEIR and as discussed below.  

Improve mobility in the eastern San Fernando Valley by introducing an improved north-south 
transit connection between key transit hubs/routes: The Project would provide a connection to 
the Metrolink Antelope Valley Line at the Sylmar/San Fernando Metrolink station on the north 
and the Metro G Line Van Nuys Station on the south.  The Project would also include a station 
along Van Nuys Boulevard at Saticoy Street immediately south of the Metrolink Van Nuys 
Station along the Metrolink Ventura Line.   

Provide new service and/or infrastructure that improves passenger mobility and enhances transit 
accessibility/connectivity for residents within the project study area to local and regional 
destinations and activity centers: The Project would construct a new LRT line that would 
connect the communities along the corridor and provide access to government services at the 
Van Nuys Civic Center) and other important community centers and facilities including The 
Village at Sherman Oaks, Sherman Oaks Hospital, Panorama Mall, Whiteman Airport, Van 
Nuys Airport, Mission Community Hospital, Kaiser Permanente Hospital, Van Nuys Auto Row, 
and several schools, youth centers, and recreational centers. 

Increase transit service efficiency (speeds and passenger throughput) in the project study area:  
The Project would construct a new LRT line along a corridor that experiences substantial 
congestion and low vehicle speeds.  As congestion continues to increase, the reliability of bus 
service in the corridor will worsen.  The Project would provide increased transit capacity and 
faster, more reliable service that would connect the communities along the corridor 

Provide more reliable transit service within the eastern San Fernando Valley: The Project would 
provide an LRT line with 14 stations along a 9.2-mile alignment located within a semi-exclusive 
right-of-way in the median of Van Nuys Boulevard and within the LACMTA railroad right-of-
way.  Trains would operate with 6-minute peak and 12-minute off-peak headways when it opens 
and would operate with 5-minute peak and 10-minute off-peak headways once ridership begins 
to increase.  The LRT line would replace existing Metro Rapid Line service along the corridor 
that is adversely affected by existing traffic congestion resulting in longer travel time and slower 
speeds.  

Provide additional transit options in an area with a large transit dependent population, 
including the disabled, and high transit ridership: The concentration of persons without private 
transportation, and the number of adults below the poverty line within the corridor are expected 
to remain higher than County averages.  The Project would provide increased transit capacity 
and faster, more reliable service to the large transit dependent population in the corridor. 

Encourage modal shift to transit in the eastern San Fernando Valley, thereby improving air 
quality: Standards for many of the criteria pollutants monitored within the eastern San Fernando 
Valley have been exceeded multiple times during each of the previous three years of collected 
data (2009 ± 2011).  The traffic analysis indicates that travel speeds, vehicular delay and 
congestion will worsen by 2040.  This will result in increased gas consumption and vehicle 
emissions in the project study area.   



 

 

 

The increase in delay at the study intersections is expected to increase vehicle emissions and fuel 
consumption.  The Project would increase transit ridership and reduce vehicle miles traveled in 
the Project study area, which would have the benefit of reducing regional criteria pollutant and 
greenhouse gas emissions.  

Make transit service more environmentally beneficial through reductions in greenhouse gas 
emissions in the Project study area: The Project would result in increased transit ridership and a 
reduction in vehicle miles traveled that would have the beneficial effect of reducing greenhouse 
gas emissions.   

Public Involvement and Outreach 

Chapter 7 Public Agency and Outreach of the FEIS/FEIR describes the extensive outreach to the 
public and federal, state, and local agencies that occurred during the alternatives analysis (AA), 
preliminary design, and environmental planning phases of the Project.  A variety of notification 
tools were used by LACMTA during the Project phases including: direct mail and email 
notification; press releases; newspaper display ads and online ads; meetings with cities, 
chambers of commerce, councils of governments, and educational institutions; stakeholder 
briefings; placement of posters at key locations along the corridor; placement of notices and 
announcements on the project website; social media ± Facebook and Twitter; online blogs; city 
and chamber newspapers; city cable channels; door-to-door canvassing, and information booths 
at various community events.  Through the use of traditional and innovative outreach methods, 
the outreach activities have yielded comments on the DEIS/DEIR and FEIS/FEIR from 
approximately 1,080 members of the public, organizations, elected officials, and public agencies; 
LACMTA has hosted and presented at more than 100 meetings, sharing project information with 
more than 2,900 participants. /$&07$¶V�outreach effort was guided by the Metro Equity 
Platform Framework adopted by the LACMTA Board in February 2018, ensuring outreach 
includes meaningful engagement with historically underserved communities. 

On March 1, 2013, LACTMA distributed a Notice of Preparation (NOP) to advise interested 
agencies and the public that LACTMA intended to prepare an EIS/EIR for the Project.  The 
LACTMA distributed the NOP to approximately 116 agencies, elected officials, and interested 
parties and organizations in the Project study area.  During the 65-day public scoping period, 
LACMTA hosted six scoping meetings, including four public scoping meetings, an elected 
officials briefing, and one agency scoping meeting.  In addition to the official scoping meetings, 
LACMTA also participated in various City and stakeholder events, as requested by the 
respective groups, to enhance the outreach effort and increase awareness during the scoping 
period. 

During the 65-day scoping period, LACMTA accepted oral comments at the scoping meetings 
and written comments via the project helpline, on meeting comment cards, via letters and emails, 
social media comments via Facebook and Twitter, and electronic comments via the LACMTA 
project website.  A total of over 400 oral and/or written public comments were received from 
agencies and the public, including elected officials, residents, grassroots organizations, chambers 
of commerce, developers, hospitals, agencies, educational institutions, and businesses. 



 

 

 

Outside of the scoping period and during preparation of the technical reports and DEIS/DEIR, 
LACMTA hosted three additional community meetings and nine focus group meetings to elicit 
feedback from the various business owners and employees along the Van Nuys Boulevard 
corridor.  

The Notice of Availability (NOA) for the DEIS/DEIR was published in the Federal Register on 
September 1, 2017 (Federal Register, Vol. 82, No. 169) and was distributed to 116 agencies, 
elected officials, and interested parties and organizations.  During the 60-day public review 
period, five public hearings were held to receive written and oral comments on the DEIS/DEIR. 
The LACMTA provided notice of the public hearings and availability of the DEIS/DEIR using a 
variety of notification strategies including display advertisements in English and Spanish in local 
newspapers; email notification; press releases to local and regional print, broadcast, and online 
English and Spanish media outlets; and placement of notices in LACMTA buses, on the project 
website, in Los Angeles Council District offices, the City of San Fernando City Hall, and in local 
schools, libraries, and churches.  

Copies of the DEIS/DEIR were made available on the LACMTA project website and were 
placed in local libraries and at City of San Fernando, City of Los Angeles, and LACMTA 
offices. 

During the 60-day public review period, approximately 840 letters, emails, and comment cards 
were received containing approximately 1,320 comments.  Approximately 60 individuals 
provided verbal comments during public testimony at the five public hearings.   

The FEIS/FEIR NOA was published in the Federal Register on October 2, 2020 (Federal 
Register, Vol. 85, No. 192) and English and Spanish versions of the NOA were distributed to 
approximately 115 agencies, elected officials, and interested parties and organizations in the 
Project study area.  The NOA was also published in four local newspapers including in Spanish 
in the local Spanish language newspaper and an eblast announcing the availability of the 
FEIS/FEIR and two public information meetings was sent to over 4,000 individuals included in 
/$&07$¶V�SURMHFW�VWDNHKROGHU�GDWDEDVH�� The NOA and electronic copies of the FEIS/FEIR 
were also mailed to 17 public agencies that submitted comments on the DEIS/DEIR and an 
electronic version of the FEIS/FEIR was made available on LACTMA¶V�SURMHFW�ZHEVLWH�� 

The FEIS/FEIR was made available for public review from October 2, 2020 to November 2, 
2020. However, the public comment period was extended to November 17, 2020 (an additional 
15 days) in response to requests from elected officials and members of the public for additional 
time to review the FEIS/FEIR.  Emails and letters were received from approximately 180 
individuals, organizations, and public agencies (one federal, two state, and six local), containing 
over 250 public comments on the document.  A summary of the comments received, as well as 
/$&07$¶V�UHVSRQVHV�WR�WKH�FRPPHQWV�DUH�SURYLGHG�ZLWKLQ�$WWDFKPHQW�B. 

 

 



 

 

 

Determination and Findings 

Based on the current impacts of the recent social response to the COVID-19 virus and the 
resulting decline in travel demand, it is impossible to predict any future changes to the 
Determination and Findings of the Project that may result from a COVID-19 response of an 
unpredictable nature and length.  Should significant changes in the planning assumptions, project 
schedule, project scope, or surrounding project environment result because of a prolonged 
COVID-19 response, LACMTA will consider additional project evaluation and public input 
consistent with NEPA and CEQA.  

Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA)  

Within the project study area, there are 15 individual properties that were previously recorded as 
historic properties/historical resources that are currently extant.  Three of the 15 properties are 
located within the Area of Potential Effect (APE). They are indicated with an asterisk (*) in 
Table 4.16-1 in the FEIS/FEIR and described in additional detail in the text that follows the 
table.  Of the 15 previously recorded resources, two individual properties are listed in the 
National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) and the California Register of Historical Resources 
(CRHR) and local landmark programs; two individual properties are listed in the CRHR only; six 
properties are listed on the CRHR and local landmark programs, and three are designated at the 
local level as Los Angeles Historic Cultural Monuments (LA HCMs).  Two properties were 
identified as appearing to be eligible as part of a previous study, including the San Fernando 
Road and the San Fernando Road Bridge over Pacoima Wash. Additionally, 15 individual 
SURSHUWLHV�SUHYLRXVO\�UHFRUGHG�WKURXJK�WKH�&LW\�RI�/RV�$QJHOHV¶�6XUYH\/$�FLW\ZLGH�VXUYH\�DQG�
another 21 properties identified as a result of surveys conducted for the Project are also located 
within the APE.  The Project would have no adverse effect on any of the individual historic 
properties within the APE.  

Within the Project study area, there are two previously recorded historic districts.  The 
previously recorded historic districts include the Van Nuys Historic Preservation Overlay Zone 
(HPOZ), which is locally designated by the City of Los Angeles, and the Panorama City Historic 
District, which is recorded as eligible for listing in the NRHP and is listed in the CRHR. Neither 
district is located within the APE.  The Project would not adversely affect these districts.  

The Project would involve shallow excavation during platform construction in the median, 
station upgrades, and sidewalk widening.  Archaeological sites 19-001124 and 19-002681 are 
both located in the footprint of the Project.  Neither resource is considered eligible for the CRHR 
or NRHP. However, the immediate resource areas are still considered sensitive for containing 
previously undiscovered archaeological resources.  Consequently, the SHPO concurred in an 
October 19, 2020 letter to the FTA with a Finding of No Adverse Effect with Conditions. A 
Cultural Resources Monitoring and Data Recovery Plan (CRMDRP) (see Attachment D) has 
been prepared that identifies the construction monitoring, discovery, treatment, evaluation, and 
data recovery procedures for the two archaeological sites.  Additionally, implementation of 
Mitigation Measures MM AR-2 and MM AR-3 listed in the MMRP (included as Attachment A), 
would avoid or reduce potential impacts on these archaeological resources.  



 

 

 

As part of ongoing consultation with the Fernandeño Tataviam Band of Mission Indians 
(FTBMI), the CRMDRP was forwarded to Jairo Avila of FTBMI in August of 2020 and a phone 
consultation was conducted with FTBMI, FTA, and LACTMA and its consultants on September 
16, 2020 to review the CRMDRP.  During the call and in a follow up 9/23/2020 email from FTA 
to FTBMI, FTBMI¶V�questions regarding construction monitoring including the extent of 
monitoring and number of monitors, the procedures for disposition of cultural artifacts 
discovered during construction, and the role of the tribe as a consulting party through design and 
construction phases of the Project were addressed.   

On October 13, 2020 in response to public release of the FEIS/FEIR, Walter Davis of LACMTA 
received a voicemail message from the Tribal Chair, Robert Dorame, of the Gabrielino Tongva 
Indians of California Tribal Council and a follow-up email from Ms. Christina Conley (Cultural 
Resources Administrator) expressing an interest in being updated and involved with cultural 
resources compliance for the Project.  On November 6, 2020, FTA sent letters on to Mr. Dorame 
and Ms. Christina Conley detailing the cultural resources status and previous consultation 
processes that had been conducted for the Project.  The letter also requested that the tribe review 
and provide comments on the CRMDRP within 30 days of receipt of the document.  

Consultation with Native American Tribes will continue as the Project moves forward and as 
planning for future archaeological monitoring is conducted. 

Air Quality Conformity  

The Project is an electrically powered mass transit system that would increase regional transit 
ridership and decrease motor vehicle miles traveled and vehicle hours traveled within and 
outside the Project study area and, as a consequence, would result in reductions in regional 
criteria pollutant emissions relative to the No-Build Alternative. 

The Project (LPA) has been incorporated into the Southern California Association of 
Governments (SCAG) 2019 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) under project 
ID LA0G1301.  The 2016-2040 Regional Transportation Plan/ Sustainable Communities 
Strategy (RTP/SCS) was found by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and FTA to be 
in conformity with the State Implementation Plan (SIP) on June 1, 2016. The 2019 FTIP was 
found to be in conformity with the SIP on December 17, 2018. 

The Project is not considered a Project of Air Quality Concern as defined in USEPA's 
Transportation Conformity Guidance.  7KDW�GHWHUPLQDWLRQ�ZDV�PDGH�E\�PHPEHUV�RI�6&$*¶V�
Transportation Conformity Working Group at its meeting on October 22, 2019.  Therefore, the 
Project does not require quantitative dispersion modeling for particulate matter (PM) and project-
level (PM) conformity determination requirements are satisfied.     

Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act of 1966 (49 USC § 303) 

The Project would not result in a use of Section 4(f) protected parks, recreational areas, wildlife 
refuges, or historic properties.  The Project would not require any permanent incorporation of 
land from any of the public parks and recreational facilities considered Section 4(f) properties. 



 

 

 

No construction staging and/or construction easement would be required from any of the 
identified Section 4(f) properties.  No proximity impacts would be experienced at any of the 
Section 4(f) resources along the alignment.  

No portion of an historic property would be permanently incorporated into the Project.  
Construction and operation of the Project would not result in adverse effects on the historic 
properties or archaeological sites within the APE, and none of the elements of these resources 
that contribute to their eligibility would be disturbed.  Therefore, no Section 4(f) use of any 
historic property would occur as a result of the Project  

Endangered Species Act  

The Project area is already disturbed due to urban development and infrastructure including 
sidewalks, buildings, roadways, parking areas, retail businesses, etc.  Consequently, no habitat 
for special-status plant species exists and no special-status plant species are expected to occur 
within the Project study area.  

Three special-status bat species, pallid bat (Antrozous pallidus), western yellow bat (Lasiurus 
xanthinus), and big free-tailed bat (Nyctinomops macrotis), were judged to have at least some 
reasonable potential for occurrence within the biological resources project study area.  The 
existing bridges over the Pacoima Wash, Pacoima Diversion Canal, and East Canyon Creek; the 
existing overpasses at I-5, State Route 118, and the Union Pacific Railroad (on Van Nuys 
Boulevard); and the adjacent vegetation (in particular, palm trees and trees with cavities, 
crevices, exfoliating bark, and bark fissures) may support roosting habitat for special-status bat 
species though no bats or signs of bats (i.e., urine staining and guano droppings) were visually 
observed during field surveys conducted for EIS/EIR.  

The Project would require removal of existing median islands, road widening in other areas, and 
construction of new LRT stations, TPSS, and an MSF, which would be constructed west of Van 
Nuys Boulevard and south of the Metrolink railroad right-of-way and Raymer Street.  
Construction of these improvements would require removal of trees potentially affecting nesting 
birds and/or tree roosting bats.  Additionally, two bridge upgrades are proposed for this 
alternative: one bridge at Van Nuys Boulevard where it crosses over the Pacoima Diversion 
Canal, and one adjacent to San Fernando Road as it crosses over the Pacoima Wash.  The 
existing bridges could be used by nesting birds and/or bat species. Construction would also result 
in increases in noise, movement, and vibration at the bridges over the Pacoima Wash, the 
Pacoima Diversion Canal, and East Canyon Creek and the existing overpasses at I 5, State Route 
118, and the Union Pacific Railroad (on Van Nuys Boulevard).  As a consequence, the Project 
could adversely affect nesting birds or roosting bats if construction activities remove vegetation 
where nesting birds are present or affect structures or vegetation used by special-status bat 
species.  Proposed Mitigation Measures BIO-1 and BIO-2 (see Attachment 1), would reduce 
potential impacts to non-adverse under NEPA. 

 

 



 

 

 

Sections 402, 404, and 408 of the Clean Water Act  

The Project would comply with Title III and Tile IV of the Clean Water Act and the National 
Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) standards during and following construction.  
The Project would include preparation of a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) that 
includes the identification and implementation of applicable Best Management Practices (BMPs) 
to control erosion and to ensure that construction materials and/or pollutants are not discharged 
into surface waters or into areas that would eventually drain into storm drains.  The SWPPP also 
includes a monitoring program to ascertain the effectiveness of the prescribed BMPs.  

The construction and permanent BMPs included as part of the Project would be developed and 
implemented in compliance with RWQCB and LACMTA storm water standards and would be 
developed in cooperation with the City of Los Angeles and the County of Los Angeles.  Prior to 
approval of grading permits, an appropriate drainage control plan, such as a Standard Urban 
Storm Water Mitigation Plan (SUSMP) would be implemented.  The Project would not 
substantially alter the existing drainage pattern and no stream or river would be altered. 
Currently, stormwater drains to a major storm drains that cross the Van Nuys Boulevard and San 
Fernando Road corridors.  These storm drains discharge into the Pacoima Wash Channel and 
Pacoima Wash Control Channel, which also cross the Project corridor. Under the Project, 
stormwater would continue to drain into existing storm drain lines and according to SUSMP 
requirements, the drainage design would limit the design water surface elevations and velocities 
to no greater than the existing conditions or to what can be handled by the existing conditions 
within the project area.  Therefore, drainage would remain the same as existing conditions and 
no substantial erosion, siltation, or flooding would occur on- or offsite as a result of the Project.  

The Project would require upgrades to two bridges that cross concrete-lined channels containing 
trace amounts of vegetation, including portions of the Sepulveda Flood Control Basin, and the 
Hansen Flood Control Basin.  No mitigation measures are required as no construction would 
RFFXU�ZLWKLQ�WKHVH�FKDQQHOV�DQG�LW¶V�QRW�DQWLFLSDWHG�WKDW�temporary or permanent impacts would 
occur that would require a Section 404 permit and Section 401 Certification.  However, the 
Project may require Section 408 permission from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers due to 
construction activities that could require alterations or impacts to the Sepulveda Flood Control 
Basin, and the Hansen Flood Control Basin Corps facilities.  These impacts or alterations are not 
expected to be injurious to the public interest or impair the usefulness of the Corps facilities.  

No impacts to Waters of the United States (WoUS) are expected to occur.  However, if 
construction activities do affect WoUS, permitting under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act 
may be required, most likely in the form of a Nationwide Permit 14 if project-related impacts on 
WoUS are less than 0.5 acre.  Effects on WoUS would also trigger the need for a Section 401 
Certification, issued by the Regional Water Quality Control Board. Acquisition of these permits 
would ensure compliance with the Clean Water Act (Section 401 and 404).  

If permanent impacts on WoUS streambeds are unavoidable, compensatory mitigation may be 
required under section 401 and 404 of the CWA.  This is expected to be required at a minimum 
1:1 ratio.  Final compensatory mitigation will be determined during the aquatic permitting 
process.   



 

 

 

In addition, temporary impacts would be required to be restored to pre-project conditions at the 
location of these impacts.  Impacts on WoUS would not be adverse under NEPA after 
compliance with regulatory permit requirements and implementation of mitigation measure. 

Executive Order 11988: Floodplain Management  

A portion of the Project is located within a 100-year flood zone. However, the 100-year flood 
zone areas within the Project study area are fully contained within County flood channels and 
drainage facilities.  No construction is proposed in these 100-year flood zones; therefore, 
construction of the Project would not place structures that would impede or redirect flood flows 
as mapped on any flood hazard delineation map.  

There are no levees located within the Project study area, and therefore no flood impacts 
associated with levee failure would occur that could affect construction activities, workers, or 
equipment.  The Project, however, would be located in a dam failure inundation zone area, as 
identified in Section 4.13 of the FEIS/FEIR.  Portions of the Sepulveda and Hansen Flood 
Control Basins (and the associated dams) are located in the Project study area.  Therefore, the 
Project could be adversely affected if these dams fail.  However, project construction activities 
would not increase the present risk of dam failure, which is considered low, and would not place 
construction workers, equipment, or temporary structures in an area where there is a significant 
risk and high probability of flooding.  

Temporary drainage facilities could be required to redirect runoff from work areas.  The 
temporary drainage facilities would be sized according to City standards to avoid any 
exceedance of the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems.  As a 
consequence, overall drainage patterns would remain the same and construction activities are not 
expected to have a substantial effect on flood capacities due to temporary changes in drainage 
patterns or facilities.  Therefore, the construction effects related to flooding and flood hazards 
would be non-adverse under NEPA. 

Executive Order 12898: Environmental Justice  

Within the Project study area, the population is comprised predominantly of Hispanic or Latino 
persons at 66.8 percent, which is 20.3 percent higher than the City of Los Angeles and two 
percent higher than the County of Los Angeles, based on 2010 Census data.  Approximately 17.7 
percent of households in the Project study area were below the poverty level, which was 0.9 
percent lower than the City of Los Angeles and 2.6 percent higher than the County of Los 
Angeles (see Section 4.17 of the FEIS/FEIR for further details).  

Adverse construction impacts (including traffic circulation, noise, and air quality impacts) would 
occur throughout the Project area and would affect all communities within the project area, with 
impacts on environmental justice communities not exceeding those on non-environmental justice 
communities.  Thus, the Project would not result in disproportionately high and adverse 
construction effects on environmental justice communities. 



 

 

 

To assess the types of potential displacements resulting from the Project, conceptual engineering 
plans for the proposed alignment, station options, and rights-of-way were reviewed. The majority 
of the Project alignment would be constructed in the median of an existing roadway and would 
not require the displacement of businesses or residences along the majority of the project 
corridor.  As detailed in Section 4.2 - Real Estate and Acquisition of the FEIS/FEIR, some areas 
of the Project, however, would require commercial or light industrial property acquisitions to 
accommodate the LRT facilities.  Most of the acquisitions that would be required to construct the 
Project would occur as a result of the construction of the MSF.  

The Project, including the stations, TPSS, and MSF would require the full or partial acquisition 
of 100 parcels.  The majority of the acquisitions would affect light manufacturing and 
commercial properties, which contain businesses oriented toward automobile repair and supplies 
or raw materials supply and manufacturing.  Project acquisitions, however, could include up to 
four single-family residences.  These businesses are located in a predominantly low-income and 
minority neighborhood and could be supported by owners, workers, or customers from low-
income or minority block groups that could be affected by the economic changes or job losses 
associated with these displacements.  Therefore, the displacement impacts of the Project would 
be predominantly borne by an environmental justice population. 

Although the displacement impacts described above would be predominantly borne by 
environmental justice populations, all communities within the project study area would be 
affected and the impacts suffered by the environmental justice populations would not be 
appreciably more severe or greater in magnitude than the adverse effects that would be suffered 
by the non-environmental justice populations.  Additionally, relocation assistance and 
compensation in accordance with federal and state regulations would be provided for all 
displaced businesses.  With implementation of compliance and mitigation measures and given 
that the Project would provide improved transit service and connectivity in an area with large 
transit-dependent and environmental justice populations, the impacts on the environmental 
justice populations would not be disproportionately high and adverse. 

Relocation assistance and compensation for all displaced businesses and residences would be 
provided, as required by the Uniform Act and the California Act. All real property to be acquired 
would be appraised to determine its fair market value.  Just compensation, which shall not be less 
than the approved appraisal, would be made to each displaced property owner.  Each business 
and residence displaced by the Project would be given advance written notice and would be 
informed of their eligibility for relocation assistance and payments under the Uniform Act.  

The Project includes measures to avoid, minimize or mitigate adverse effects, as set forth in the 
FEIS/FEIR and Attachment A of this ROD.  FTA has concluded, in accordance with Executive 
Order 12898, Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and 
Low-income Populations, that EJ communities would not be subject to disproportionately high 
and adverse human health or environmental effects as a result of the Project.  Additionally, the 
Project would also result in new transit opportunities that are anticipated to result in improved 
connectivity and transit equity.  Mitigation measures would reduce or minimize the adverse 
effects, where feasible. 



 

 

 

MEASURES THAT MITIGATE ADVERSE EFFECTS  

The Project incorporates all practical measures to minimize environmental harm.  Those 
measures, which are commitments imposed under this Record of Decision(ROD) for the Project, 
are described in the East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Project Final Environmental 
Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIS/FEIR), and are included in the 
3URMHFW¶V�0LWLJDWLRQ�0RQLWRULQJ�DQG�5HSRUWLQJ�3ODQ��0053� (Attachment A to this ROD) to 
ensure fulfillment of all environmental and related commitments.  The MMRP brings together all 
the relevant environmental compliance measures into one document to efficiently track all 
avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures put forth in the FEIS/FEIR.  The measures 
listed in the MMRP in Attachment A are provided to guide and facilitate Project design and 
construction.  This list will also facilitate the monitoring and implementation of the mitigation 
measures.  Any change in such commitments from the description in the FEIS/FEIR will require 
a review in accordance with 23 CFR Parts 771.129-130 and must be approved by the Federal 
Transit Administration. 

 

 January 29, 2021 
Ray Tellis  
Regional Administrator  
Federal Transit Administration, Region IX 
 

Attachments:  

Attachment A: Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan  

Attachment B: Summary of Comments on the FEIS/FEIR 

Attachment C: Relevant Federal, State, and Local Agency Correspondence 

Attachment D: Cultural Resources Monitoring and Data Recovery Plan 
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Exhibit H 
Scoping Memo Information for Applications 

 

A.  Category (Check the category that is most appropriate) 
 

 Adjudicatory - “Adjudicatory” proceedings are: (1) enforcement investigations into 

possible violations of any provision of statutory law or order or rule of the Commission; and (2) 

complaints against regulated entities, including those complaints that challenge the accuracy of a 

bill, but excluding those complaints that challenge the reasonableness of rates or charges, past, 

present, or future, such as formal rough crossing complaints (maximum 12-month process if 

hearings are required). 

 
    Ratesetting - “Ratesetting” proceedings are proceedings in which the Commission sets 

or investigates rates for a specifically named utility (or utilities) or establishes a mechanism that 

in turn sets the rates for a specifically named utility (or utilities).  “Ratesetting” proceedings 

include complaints that challenge the reasonableness of rates or charges, past, present, or future.  

Other proceedings may also be categorized as ratesetting when they do not clearly fit into one 

category, such as railroad crossing applications (maximum 18-month process if hearings are 

required). 

 

 Quasi-legislative - “Quasi-legislative” proceedings are proceedings that establish policy 

or rules (including generic ratemaking policy or rules) affecting a class of regulated entities, 

including those proceedings in which the Commission investigates rates or practices for an entire 

regulated industry or class of entities within the industry. 

 

B.  Are hearings necessary?    Yes                 No  

   If yes, identify the material disputed factual issues on which hearings should be held, and 

the general nature of the evidence to be introduced.  Railroad crossing applications which are not 

controversial usually do not require hearings. 

 

X 

X 
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 Are public witness hearings necessary? 

    Yes                  No    

 

Public witness hearings are set up for the purpose of getting input from the general public and 

any entity that will not be a party to the proceeding. Such input usually involves presenting 

written or oral statements to the presiding officer, not sworn testimony. Public witness 

statements are not subject to cross-examination. 

 

 

C.  Issues - List here the specific issues that need to be addressed in the proceeding. 
  None            

 

 

D.  Schedule (Even if you checked “No” in B above) Should the Commission decide to hold 
hearings, indicate here the proposed schedule for completing the proceeding within 12 

months (if categorized as adjudicatory) or 18 months (if categorized as ratesetting or quasi-

legislative). 

 

The schedule should include proposed dates for the following events as needed: 

30 days Protest Period – May 25, 2022, through June 25, 2022 

 4 months Proposed Decision – September 25, 2022 

 6 months Final Decision – November 25, 2022 

 

If an unexpected hearing becomes necessary: 

 6-months Prehearing conference – November 25, 2022 

 9-months Hearings – March 25, 2022 

 12-months Briefs due – May 25, 2023     

 13-months Submission – June 25, 2023     

 16-months Proposed decision (90 days after submission) – September 25, 2023 

18-months Final decision (60 days after proposed decision) – November 25, 2023 

 

X 




